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CORRECTIONS 


Page 5 Line 5 4Not for (new) 
Page 7 Line 7 Belief — (Unbelief) 


Page 11 following Line 26 these words are omitted (and communion 
with them and not with brethren who are fallen into such sins.) 


Page 12 Line 10 unshaved for (unsaved) 

Page 21 Line 20 truse for (trust) 

Page 26 Line 14 Gt) belones between us and we. 

Page 27 Next to bottom line—Ro for (do) 

Page 29 Line 5 (not) belongs between will and take. 
Page 29 Line 43 thing for (think) 

Page 59 Line 28 (think) belongs between they and will. 
Page 61 Line 30 (some) belongs between were and more. 
Page 74 Line 22 should read (in) union. 

Page 98 Line 34 ‘was for (wore) 


Page 101 Line 31 words for (works) — 


Page 101 third last line (of) belongs between was and God. 
i, . 

















35440 = - DRIFTED 


~*~. PREFACE 

-~When David came to the Army, where the Israelites were fight- 
ae with the Philistines, and heard the Giant defy God’s Children, 
“some of his brethern asked what he wanted there, and said they 
knew the pride of his heart: but David answered, ‘Is there not a 
cause?” Perhaps some will not say, “What do you want and 
why are you come?” and my reply with David is only, “Is there 
not a cause?” And when you have read this through, I will let 
you decide if there is a cause; but above all, the Lord be judge 
as to the need and use of this in God’s Army. Did you ever think 
of it, it matters not what we do, if we have a Godly, or Scriptural, 
reason for doing it, it is right? Think of Abraham by faith 
killing his son Isaac. But from Adam’s time to i man has 
always been giving for reasons that which are only excuses. ~When 
I look at the greatness of the evils that I want to fight against, 
and then at my little talents, knowledge and ability, I think the 
contrast is even greater than i looked with little, unarmed David 
meeting that great armed Giant. But as David of old, I want to 
come only in the Lord’s name, and do my part in slinging the 
stones I have picked up here and there, and let God direct them, 
and leave the results all to him, In writing this, my prayer is 
that I may be minded as was Jesus, when He said, “I receive 
not honor from men,” so that I may write without fear of favor: 
of men; not with the thought that I don’t care who it hits, or 
how hard it hits, but with the thought that Paul expressed when 
he said, “For if I please men, I would not be the servent of 
Christ”; also with the thought that when Nathan told King 
David, “Thou are. the man,’;* If may have gone to his heart as a 
sword, but it was needful and did him good. When I think of the 
subjects before me, and how so many have been lead into error 
and blindness, and how hard it will be to break loose from Satan’s 
hand, I fear I must see few, if any, who will receive my teaching, 
and I can only find comfort in the Bible passage, which said of 
Jesus. “And no man receiveth his testimony.” Again Jesus said, 
eiiie servant is not greater than his Lord, and if they have 
persecuted me they will also persecute you, if they have kept my 
saying they will keep yours also.” May we not be.of that unbeliev- 
- ing class to whom the Savior says, “How can ye believe, and when 
the Marriage comes, be the wife of whom it is written, “She has 

made herself ready.” 
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INTRODUCTORY — — 

When I say that the church has been drifting, I am indeed 
saying much, and yet if I should stop at that, methinks I should 
have said very, very little, and might as well have said nothing, 
because this has been said and acknowledged often enough ‘by 
church leaders. And yet it is not generally understood, or realized 
what it means to drift, and what we must do to get out of that 
condition. In fact, to stop at saying we Drifted would not be © 
“erying aloud and sparing not,” as the Lord commands through the 
‘Prophet Isaiah, but would be as those who are called “Dumb Dogs, 
who cannot bark.’ It has often been preached that there is no 
standing still on this way we are on; we must either go forward, 
or else go back. Drifting is just the opposite of overcoming. It 
is not hard to find in the Bible what will be the great reward 


- of those who overcome, but we can also easily see that those who 


do not overcome will receive the great punishment in store for 
the wicked. To obey God’s Commands is going forward, , is 
‘overcoming, and is being on the way leading to Heaven. To dis- -; 
obey God’s Commands is going backward, is drifting, and is being on 
the way to ‘Hell. We can’t possibly drift away from God, without 
disobeying the greatest command in the Bible, for if we obey that 
greatest command, we will (can’t help it) also obey the lesser 
ones, as far as our knowledge and ability go. Now, I do not mean 
to say that as soon as we move backward or drift, God will disown 
us or cast us away, but as we go back we will sooner or later come 
to the place where we will be cast off. This is true of individuals, 
and also of churches. When we look at the history of the seven 
churches in Asia (and the seven meaning a complete number, may 
mean that all churches are here represented), we can see that a 
church may be a fallen and dead church, and at the same time not 
realize it, but think she is in a prosperous condition. In speaking 


~ of our condition and the evils that threaten to ruin us, I do not 


mean to begin mentioning such things as not believing the inspira-— 
tion of the Bible, not believing the Divinity of- Christ, Neate cua 
etc., for several reasons: 

Ist. J] think, as a rule, people are lost ‘and far out of the way, 
before they are in danger of accepting such infidel doctrines. A 
man on safe and-sure ground will not pay aay attention to such 
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. the greater things, leading them farther and farther away, if he can. 


2nd. In speaking of such gross evils, I think we not only draw ae 


our minds away from the more needful things, but do actual harm by 
_ getting our people to compare themselves and their faith with © 
‘such rank belief, and think they are not nearly so far’ out of the 
way yet, and therefore must be safe. 

3rd. I think we should begin much closer home, and sweep 
before our own doors. Neither will I begin with church fairs, and © 
festivals, for I do not know of any of our churches having drifted | 
into that stage, but I will deal with the questions of the Avoidance, | 
the Photographs, Insurance, Musical Instruments, Separation, Son- 
ship of Christ, Nonconformity, Temperance, and various phases of 
church work, and various doctrinal points. 

Some years ago I saw a notice in the “Gospel Herald” of a 
certain book, called a good book, said to have been written by a 
Methodist minister, in which he showed forth the condition, or | 
drift, of the Methodist church. I thought to myself, “This may be 
a good book, but what good will it do?” The Methodists may not 
read it, or if they do, may say “This man is to narrow and old 
fogyish,’ and pay very little attention to it. And if our people 
get to read it, they may compare us with them, and think we have 
not drifted so far as that, and are therefore allright yet, and may 
not be brought to see ourselves in the light of God’s Word. And 
so, too, when I get this done, and God rules, and brings it into 
print, the question is, will it do any good? Some years ago when > 
a brother got out that excellent tract on musical instruments, one 
good minister said, “We might as well try to stop the Missouri 
river, as to try to stop the coming in of the instruments.” Never-— 
theless, I know of people who put away their organs, and there 
may have been more like them, and I must believe that that work 
did some good, and made the writer thereof free on that line. If we 
look at the. 30th ‘Chapter II Chronicles, we can see what God has 
done, and can do, toward bringing people back, who had drifted 
away. Though many only mocked, many others returned, and 
there was great joy. 
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THE AVOIDANCE. 


When we talk of the Avoidance, nowaday, there are a great 
many of ‘our people who simply don’t Know what we are talking 
about, because they have not been taught it, and don’t notice it, 
even as most of the members of the protestant churches nowadays > 
would not know what is meant by “prayer head covering’, or ‘feet 
washing.” (When I say our people, I mean our different churches 
calling themselves Mennonites, or Mennonite churches with other 
names to them.) Menno Simons, from whose name we have been 
named, was a strong advocate and defender of the Avoidance. I 


claim that Menno was an exceptional man, or specially gifted man, 


for the work he had to do, and could see deeper into the true 
meaning of the Word than one in many thousands can, and I say, 
if you find anything in all this, or in any of my writings that flatly 
contradicts any of Menno’s plain teaching, I want you to take Men- 
no’s views and consider me mistaken. i? 

Some twenty years ago, I talked a little while with a brother, 
who had been a church member for some years, and was well read 
in the Bible. We talked of the Avoidance and he said he had 
never heard it explained that way, and had no objections to offer. 
It was also about the time I quite often talked with a leading 
evangelist. We talked on this subject, and he said to me, “I am 
not sure but that you are right.” Along about that time I also 
talked with other noted ministers on the subject, and one said he 
believed in keeping the Avoidance just as Menno Simon taught it, 
and the others said they didn’t understand it, but none ever said, 
(that I knew of), that they were ‘sure that the keeping of the 
Avoidance, in literal. eating, etc., was wrong. 

The Bible says there is ONE FAITH. One may believe (is sure) 
there is a God. The other one doubts it, but he does not believe 


that there is no God. One man believes in keeping “feet washing.” 


The other one doubts the need of keeping it, but does not believe 
there is nothing in keeping it, because he CANNOT be sure of it, 
So, likewise, there is ONE FAITH about the Avoidance. Some 
believe (are sure) in keeping it, others doubt and CAN’T understand 


it. Some people may think they can’t believe this, that, and the 
other, and that they can’t help it, when the fact (generally) is a. 
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case. We can make up our minds to believe a thing, or reject it. 
Now how did this Avoidance Keeping ever get away from us, 
as it has? I can give no better answer than what a certain | 
writer in the Martyrs’ Mirror writes. He said the Avoidance is 
very much in Satan’s way, and he can’t get it out, of the church 
unless the people help him. And some may think they never help- 
ed Satan any in this matter, forgetting the Bible fact, that “He that 
is not with Me is against Me.” We can’t stand neutral on these 
grounds any more than we can stand between the narrow and the 
broad roads. The awfulness of leaving out this ordinance was 
brought to my mind more forcibly of late, when I saw the 
book entitled, “Menno Simon’s Life and Teachings,” and saw that 
Menno’s teachings on the Avoidance was left out. I knew that it 
was intentionally left out, and I had to think at once, “What would 


‘Menno think of that?” and, “How would .he like that?” Is he 


truly represented? I had to think how much like those preachers 
pretending to give all of Christ’s teachings and yet purposely leaving 
out some of it, giving for reasons, only excuses for so doing. Con- 
sider the number of books and tracts written by our people calling 
themselves Mennonites, in this age, some of them purporting to 


' give all the most important Bible Doctrines, and yet how many 


if any have taught or explained the Avoidance of expelled mem- 
bers? Let us say again, “Is there not a cause?” 

Look up the writings of Menno Simon, and also of his co-laborer, 
Dietrich Philip, and see what a prominent place the Avoidance is 
given in their writings. The question of “Why I am a Mennonite’ 
was ably discussed in an article in the Gospel Herald some time 
ago, but there remains to be written, “Am I Indeed a Mennonite?” 
The Avoidance, I claim, is one of the Seven Ordinances belongin® 5 
to the House, gr Church, of God. The word ordinance has different 


meanings, and is used in different ways, - but here I take it to 


mean the ceremonies of rites, wherein’ we are to perform some 
visible, literal acts, that in themselves have no virtue, or profit, 


only to show forth or give a sign of something spiritual and real. 


Thus we have Baptism, the literal water applied to a person, doing 
no natural or bodily good, but showing a washing away of sins, 
etc.; the Communion, using the bread and wine, that is visible, 
as an emblem or sign of something Spiritual. The same with Feet 
Washing, Avoidance, Prayer Head Covering, Kiss of Charity, and 
Marriage. Some class the Annointing of the sick with oil, as one 


of the Church ordinances, but I would rather not. In fact, while 


it may be called an ordinance, it is not one of the Church ordinances, 
which if disobeyed would have the same result, or sin, as the others, 
for this is more of an advisory command, which if obeyed is 
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to the body, but to the soul. THIS Command, if obeyed rightly, 


gives us the natural blessings, and if. not obeyed, ‘we miss the | 
_ blessing, and suffer the consequences. Ee a person wanted to join — 
our Church, but did not want to accept baptism, we would say, 

“NO, you can’t be considered a fit subject for our church that way.” 
If another one wanted to take a wife unto himself (which is all- 
right) but wanted no marriage ceremony performed, we would 
say, “We cannot allow that,” even when we have only very little 
Scripture to show grounds for Marriage Ceremonies, and have to 
go to the Apocrypha to get an idea of how to perform the 
ceremony. But if a person would often be sick, and call the 
doctor and not the Elders each time, we would not consider him 
as a disobedient member, but leave it to his own will and judgment, 
he to get the benefit or not get it in this line. When Jesus 
commanded his apostles to go into all the world, to teach and to 
baptize in the three great names, and further teach to observe 
ALL THINGS, I think he meant the rest-of the ordinances belong- 
ing into the Church. To take it just as it reads, (or the letter 
of the Word; and Paul says the letter kills but the Spirit gives 
life), we might think he meant that every one must go into all 
the world, everyone must preach, heal the sick, take no staff-and 
no money with him, etc., in fact all would need to be Apostles, and 
preachers; but Paul says, “Are they all Apostles?”, etc. But we 
- want to give the Avoidance in a way that almost any one can under- 
stand it. Jesus said in Math. 18, “If he neglects to hear the Church 
keep him as a heathen man and a publican.” Now who was this 
spoken to? The Jews. We all know that Jesus taught the Jews 
only, as a rule. Did the Jews have a certain way or rule of 
dealing with the Heathens and Publicans? They certainly had, 
as we can see when we examine the account of Peter’s refusal, at 
first, to go to the house of Cornelius, who was one of the first 
of the Gentile converts to Christianity. See also how even the 
other apostles found fault with Peter in this, and the account of 
Jesus’ talk with the woman of Samaria at the well. Now some 
may question, “Did the Jews do right in not having any dealings 
with the Heathen, etc?” To which we reply, that it would not 
change this command of Christ’s any, whether it was right or 
wrong, but it was customary, and well understood, and Christ’s 
few words how to deal with such, made it very plain to them 
what to do. Then we find in the Old Testament which they 
had, some laws and rules given them for dealing with other peoples, | 
which gave them foundation for thus avoiding the Gentiles, and it 
seems that if it had been wrong, Jesus would have corrected them, 
and taught them differently, during his three years teaching and 
being with them. Some say that*this saying of Jesus in Matthew 
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. Dae tells ‘us us we are 5 phy the cut oft members just as we. treat s 
all. other outsiders. If this. were the case, then we would have 
ONE rule or way of dealing with such, and the Jewish Christians 


if in Apostolic times would have had quite a different rule or way. 
Another thing, if this were true; Jesus would have told us some- 


thing that was quite useless to teach; for all people would 


have thought or. known to treat those who are put out just. as & 


other outsiders, if no different directions were given. And again 
if this were true, Jesus’ teachings would not agree with the plain 
teaching ofthe Inspired Apostle in lst Cor.—5. Here the Apostle 
says he wrote to them that with a certain class of Gross sinners 
they should not eat, and should keep no company with them. Then 
he says he did not mean that class of sinners in the world, 
(or of the world); but only if any brother or sister have become 
such, and he says why, because we are to judge only, or rule 


over, those in the church, (or those who have been with us,) and 
God rules over those who have never joined us and are without. 


He says, “What have I to do to judge them that are without?” or 
in other words, what business have we to try and rule those who 
are in God’s judgment, or another man’s servant. Here again, 
so many say Paul meant for us to have no spiritual company with 
such, and not to eat the bread at the communion with them. 
Now if this were true, then Paul would have said in substance, “I 
wrote. you to have.no- spiritual company, and not to eat the 
communion with fornicators, idolators, etc., but I did not mean 
that class who are in the world, you may go on and have company 
into such sins.” Again if Paul meant the communion eating, why 
did he say, if he had meant we dare not company with the 


sinners® of the world. “We must need go out of the world?” 


Could we not live in the world among sinners without keeping 


that spiritual company with them? Again if Paul meant not to. 


commune with such as are put away or out, why would he speak 
so ignorantly, and as though his hearers did not know that the 


communion is only for those in the church and not for the 


outsiders? Who ever heard of any one coming and wanting to 
commune with us, who had been put out? Here again I have 
heard some explain, that only such brethern should be shunned, 


who have been put out, and yet want to be called brethern, 


because in Luther’s German translation it reads “Lets himself 


he called a brother.” but when we.look at other translations, it — 


is easy to understand that Paul meant person who WAS a member 


‘and is fallen. Now some say we should shun them before we 


put them out, as, when they are put out, we have no more to 
do with them than with all others who are out. Already in Menno’s 
time, some put in this doctrine, but Menno said “NOT SO?? 
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place and home for saved people and not for dace Syne! cu. in 
sin, and to allow the fallen, or sinners, knowingly to remain in the 
church, would be as Paul says in this chapter, “A little leaven 


leaveneth the whole lump. Therefore purge out the Old Leaven,” 


and also says in this chapter, “Put away that wicked person.” — 


tf the church would not put away the Leaven, and all would become 
leavened, then she would be as the Babylon we read of in Rev., 
which “has become the Habitation of Devils.” Again, this 
shunning is to be kept on those who are fallen to an unshaved 
condition, and the church is for the Saved, so our keeping them 
‘as members would say to them, ‘Ye are yet safe,’ and our 
Shunning them would say to them “Ye are lost,” and that would 


be neither right nor consistent. Again when a member is fallen — 
so that we are to have no dealings with him, what good would 
it do him, or. the Church, to retain him as a member, and what 


kind of a light to the world is a Church which holds such members? 

When we talk about “Feet Washing’, the “Kiss of Charity” and 
some such things, our foremost ministers say we ought to take 
the Bible to mean just as it reads, or says, and that is right and 


proper, as long as it harmonizes with other Bible teachings; and | 


so I think and know that when we read of not keeping company 
and’ not eat with such, it means just what it says, and no 


doubt God will never condemn any one for obeying that in the — 


literal sense as it reads. A prominent minister told me that long 
ago at a conference in the East, they had up for discussion this 
Avoidance question, and decided that to keep this literal Avoidance 
would conflict with the command to love their neighbor as them- 
selves; but here they surely missed it, and did not understand the 
nature of and purpose of the Avoidance. We might as well say 


that to whip a son who needs it, is" not doing unto others . 
as we would be done by. But the Bible says ‘He that spares the 


rod hates his son.” It is love (if of the right kind) that prompts 
the punishing of the disobedient or stubborn son, and so it is Love 
that prompts us to avoid the disobedient brother, for his GOOD. 
Years after that Conference, at another Conference in the West, 
the shunning of expelled members was discussed, and a resolution 
passed that those who care to, could use this shunning, and 

those who understood it differently would be under no obligation 
to use it. Well, this was no worse than what the Jews did in 
Christ’s time; when they by their tradition or teaching made 
the command of God of none effect. And this is no worse than if 
' a Conference decided that those who wanted to keep “feet washing” 
could do so, and those who understood differently need not keep 
it. A large body of so-called Christian believers, and one of the 
most aggressive in Mission work, teach and practice baptism for 
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; "water paptism. may join them without that baptism. Is it any 
. wonder that the Bible speaks of this “man of sin” (or we might 
say sinful man), so exalted and wise that he sits in the Temple 
and says he is God, (or we might say, claims to be able to say 
what needs to be obeyed and believed, and what not?) Again at 

another Conference in the West, the subject of the Avoidance 
came up, and the decision was, “We will leave it as it is written in 

our Confession of Faith.” Some thought this was a good answer, 
and so it was a good answer for those who want to stand on 
neutral ground, and care more for harmony and peace, than for 
truth and righteousness. : 

. Now, I want to say more on how to avoid, when to avoid, and 
to what purpose. On how to avoid we have some plain scripture, 

yet when it comes to some of the details, some are not so easy 

to understand, and as I have not had much teaching or experience 
along that line, I do not claim to know just the right or best 
course to take in all cases. The Word says, “Keep him as an 
heathen,” etc., and that means we should keep him as the Jews 
kept the heathen, with whom they had no dealings., Again, the 
Word says, “‘No, not to eat with him,” but I do not know whether 
it means that we dare not eat at the same table under any circum- 
stances. Again we read, “Receive him not into your house, neither 
bid him God speed’; also, “yet keep him not as an enemy but 
admonish him as a brother.” Now, just as people have fussed and 
quarreled over modes of baptism, so people have fussed over how 
to avoid and when, etc. And just as Mode is not so important in 

Baptism, so it is not in this; but the point is to be willing to do 

the best we know. Our Confession of Faith says we should keep it 


with “Christian Discretion,’ so that we do not do more harm than | 


' good. Some also say, “Menno Simon was lenient on this Avoidance 
and I believe we do well to be as lenient as he was.” We believe 
the principal thing meant is to keep this in a way to clearly show 
to all parties that the one avoided is considered a fallen brother. 
Another principal point is that he is avoider out of love and not 
in any hatred, or in a feeling that it serves him right. We should 
think of it, that Satan is going about, seeking whom he may 
devour, and consider that the fallen one has been captured by 
Satan, and we know not how soon we may fall into a like condition. 
It should hurt us to avoid a brother, even as it hurts a father 
to punish his son in love. Another point is that all members should 
avoid the fallen one without any respect of persons or relations. 
We can see in the Old Testament Scriptures how the transgressors 
were to be stoned to death, and that even the near relatives should 
take an equal, if not even a foremost part, in this punishment. If 
one member refuses to avoid the transgressor, he is not only dis- 
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and strengthens, or encourages him in his course, and treretses: Be 


becomes a partaker of his sin. That is why some, and perhaps 
nearly all, churches had a rule that he that would not avoid — 
the transgressor should be put out and avoided also. It seems 
almost needless, yet I will add, that this Avoidance does not hinder 
us in the least from helping a fallen brother in any way that he 
may be in actual need of help, whether he be in poverty, sick- 
ness or distress. As we are to admonish him as a brother, so we 
are to love him as a brother, and help him as a brother, and not 
regard him as an enemy. 

WHEN TO AVOID. This has bothered quite a few people, and 
caused quite a disagreement in places, and it no doubt is because 
Satan wants to have it so. %, 

The 5th Chap. Cor. says ‘to avoid the fallen member, and also 
says, “Put away that wicked person,” or in other words, it teaches 
us to put out and avoid, and considering other scriptures on. this 
subject, and the purpose of the Avoidance, I believe that invariably 
the Ban and the Avoidance belongs together, and should go together. 
I do not believe it would be any better or nearer right for each one 
in the church to avoid or not to avoid any time he sees fit, than 
for any one to do as he thinks best, to go and teach the Gospel and 
baptize, without any authority from his church. Our God is 
a God of order and while he tells us what to do, he wants us to 
do this work with good judgment and in an orderly way. But I 
believe that every one that is in the Ban, no matter whether he 
was put out by the Church or whether he put himself there, or 
no matter for what sin he was put there, should be avoided by the 
authority of the Church or leader of the Church, and all members 
should be required to take part in this Avoidance. But another 
question comes: How long must he be avoided? I have heard it 
said, “Till he is willing to be avoided,” and that I think is in 
harmony with the scripture which says we shall avoid them that 
they may become ashamed. To say they are willing to be avoided 
is only another way of saying, they have become ashamed or truly 
penitent. Proverbs says, “Pride goeth before destruction and a 
haughty spirit before a fall,” and so we’see that often those who 
have fallen, have first been too proud or big headed, and must 
be brought to shame and humbled before they can come to the 
right again. Anyway, all who have fallen have been overcome 
by the flesh and its lusts and must have help to bring this flesh 
in subjection again. i 

Now some may say, “If a person who fell is already penitent and > 
ready to make things right, they need not be put out and avoided 
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eh and ps say I believe as Dietrick Philip says in his _ abies 


i Hand. Book on this subject, “One who truly repents will be well 
uae satisfied ‘to have imposed upon him by God and the Church, the 


punishment that belongs to him, and which he so rightly deserves, 
just as David was patient when God punished him for his sins.” 
I would also say that those who have so fallen in sin, and see 
their true condition, are only too glad that God has. provided a 
way by which they may be punished now, and be made free so they 
need not be punished hereafter. Philip also says further, “The 
idea is this. One so fallen into sin is separated from God and 
as an evidence of this he is put away from the Church, and when 
he truly repents, he is again received by God, and as an evidence 
he is again received into the Church, and this is a fixed rule of 
God’s work by which none may be deceived.” But now comes 
another question that has bothered many and caused some trouble. 
Suppose the member that was put out joins another church. Some 
claim then the Avoidance may be lifted; and others claim we 
must still avoid them, no matter what other church they may 
join. Now, I used to think that as long as we thought those fallen 
ones were disobedient to some of God’s commands, against their 
better knowledge, and were thus not free before God, we should 
continue to avoid them in order to try to gain them back to a saved 
state; but I learned that older heads and some of deeper spiritual 
insight differed with me, and claimed that, as a rule, when such 
join another church, the Avoidance may be lifted; so I studied that 
subject and see why and where they had right. 

When a member has fallen and is put away, he is still a cut off, 
or fallen, brother, and the church is in duty bound to seek his 
salvation. He is as a cut off hand belonging to our body, that 
may, by God’s plan and help, be healed again, but when he 
joins another church or body, he becomes a member there, and that 
church and leader becomes responsible for his salvation, and our 
church is not responsible for him any longer. Neither is he a cut 
‘off members any more, and it cannot be rightly said of him any 
more, as Paul says of lst Cor. 5, that he is called a brother. 
So I think this scripture gives us ground that we may then eat 
with him, as with all other outsiders, as he himself has taken the 
privilege to put himself out of our jurisdiction, .and we should not 
_ try to rule or reign over members of another church. Then when 
Wwe consider the three reasons for putting away and shunning: 
First: to keep the church pure; second, to gain the lost one, and 


-. third, to prevent the reproach from the outside world, we can see _ 


that we can’t well apply these reasons to those who have joined 
another church, the first is already cut off, as he is not a member any 
more; the second becomes ineffective because, if we would avoid 
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“such, He would think the: ye eS ‘ihe other 
oy and holding him as a member, is evidence that he. is i righ , against of. 
‘our evidence that he is not right; and the third is cut off because ; 
he is not considered our member, and no matter what his life might 
be, our church would no longer be looked down on for having 
such among us. Now to explain a little more of the purpose of 
avoiding: If the wicked one is not put away, the church becomes 
a partaker of his sin, and the whole church becomes leavened. 
Second: (to gain him). The avoidance does continually remind 
him of his lost state, and also reminds the brotherhood that this 
brother is lost, should be prayed for, and also admonished if he 
will receive it. This purpose is also brought out in Paul’s saying: 
“To deliver such an one to Satan for the destruction of the flesh, 
that the spirit may be saved in the day of the Lord.” This means 
when we put one out, we deliver him over to Satan’s kingdom, 
as he is out of Christ’s Kingdom. This so shames him as to 
cause him to see his condition, and his flesh which had gotten too 
‘strong for him, and had overcome him, is weakened in its overcom- 
ing power, so that the spirit can overcome again, and the body be 
brought into subjection. The flesh is always against the spirit and 
the spirit against the flesh, but as long as the spirit has the over- 
‘coming power, we walk in the spirit, and do not fulfill the lusts of 
the flesh. The third purpose of the shunning is that the world may 
see that evil is put away, and not tolerated in and with the church, 
so that no reproach is brought on the cause of Christianity. Where 
we put out without shunning, the one put out, the church, and even 
the world may forget, or at least not be reminded of this standing. 
In regard to the good this shunning has done, some may say they 
have seen no good of it, and others claim that they have seen it 
sadly misused, etc., but to misuse it does not put it away, and even 
if we have seen no good results we have no right to condemn God’s 
plan and way. One old Bishop of considerable ability and exper- 
ience told me he had seen this Avoidance used in quite a number 
of cases, and it invariably worked good, and resulted in bringing 
the lost back. Some time during the past year an editorial in 
the Gospel Herald said that a church without disipline, “(which 
would mean where evils are not punished and put away,) is a dead 
church. I agree with this, but I don’t see that we can have 
much good disipline without avoidance because I think this is 
at the bottom, or a foundation, of disipline, as it brings the 
punishment to the transgressor, and to have rules without any 
power to enforce them, or have them obeyed, is about as good 
as having no rules. Now what must be the condition of a church 
that 50 years ago would put a member out for disobeying a certain 
ordinance, which now is disobeyed by all, or majority, of the 
members, and it is not considered wrong? If that member was 





Page 16 





not out of Christ's Kingdom then, the church, should not have 
put him out, but if he was, (as I believe he was), where else 
are those now who disobeyed the same ordinance? If this is not a 
departing from the faith, and a falling away, as was foretold us, 
I don’t know what would be such. The one consolation we can have 
in this are such scriptures as, “He that KNOWETH to do good 
and doeth it not to him it is sin.” “If ye KNOW these things 
happy are ye if ye do them,” and “Where there is no law there 
is no transgression.” But the sad fact stares us in the face 
that as Israel was led into sin and error by its leaders (with some 
exceptions) so today about nine times out of ten the leaders are 
to blame for the condition of the churches. In Psa. 119 we read, 
“It is time for thee, Lord, to work, for they have made void thy 
law.” 
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This is A great evil that has come into our "churches. 
I call it a great evil, because it is transgressing one of the Ten 
Commandments, and I think not all the commands of the Bible 
are of equal importance to these Ten. The two greatest commands 
are a foundation to these Ten, the first showing our relation and 
duties toward man, and Jesus said on these two commands hang 
all the Law and Prophets. I know.some claim that the .Ten Com- 
mandments have been set aside and made of none effect by the 
bringing in of a new and better covenant and way. Second Cor. 


ange! | to 11, gives some foundation for this idea, but I think the 


10th verse here gives the key to that, in saying the glory was 
not put away, but only hid behind the greater glory. And so the 
obedience to the greater commands is only obedience to the Ten, 
and more, too, yet it does not take the teaching and instruc- 


tions found in the Ten, which helps us to understand what is re- 


quired of us in obeying the greater commands. Our old Bishop, 
years ago, always taught us that the Ten Commandments were 
as binding on us now as ever they were, and I think this was 


the general belief among our people years ago. _I think we have 


also plain enough Scriptural proofs that this is true. Jesus said 
in the very fore part of his Sermon on the Mount that he did not - 


come to make the Law of none effect, but to fulfill it. Christ 
also told one man, “Thou knowest the commandments,” and then 
named some of the Ten, but because he did not name them all. 
some think some of them are not binding, but I take it, that 
they all hang together and His naming some of them meant 
that they were all still binding. James makes this plain, too, 
saying, “If ye keep the royal law ye do well,’ and says that He 
that said, “Thou shalt not commit adultery,” also said, “Thou 
shalt not kill,” and if we obey one or more of these commands, 
but disobey one, we are still transgressors of the law. Paul in his 
letter to the Romans speaks of us being no longer under the law 
but under grace, and then asks, shall we continue in sin, or 
disobey the law, because we are under grace, and adds “God 
forbid, how can we that are dead to sin live any longer therein.” 
He does not mean that the moral law has been annulled, but that 
in our new relation to Him, we cry “Abba Father,” or in other 
words we no longer say, “What must I do to escape God’s wrath, 


_ but what may I do to please Him?” Paul also speaks very plainly 


tn Heb. of changing of Priesthood and of the law, but shows that 
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“Ghe law had. a shadow of She thie to « come, as ‘all the sacrifices 

pointed to Christ, His office and. work, and were fulfilled in Christ’s ‘ 
coming and mission and were put away by being fulfilled. Now. 
when we prove ‘that the: Ten Commandments are yet ‘in force, Mea 
contend that the second one does not mean photographs or pictures. 


They say it does not mean a picture to. look at only, ion an image yu 


to bow | down. to and worship. 


We know the first sensrnane: says we shall have no ates Godse ) 
and if this second one meant only an image’ to bow to and worship, 


then it would mean the same as the first, for this. would be a God 
to us, and then we would have nine commands instead of ten. 
But this command is like much of the Bible, it can be explained 


in different weys, and many who are not gifted to understand such 


things clearly, do well to follow the teachings of Paul, when he 


tells us to take heed to those who have taught us the Word of God, x 4 
and follow their example and faith. Some have said, if we take — 


this second command as it reads we dare not have any picture of 

any animal or object,. under any circumstances. Does the command 
“Thou shalt not kill,” mean what it says? Well, if it did exactly So, 
then we dare not kill a horse, cow or chicken. So this’ command 
does not mean that it is wrong to have pictures that are for 
instruction, | or use, or that it is wrong for us to have pictures of 
people on money, and in books, ‘because we don’t have it for the 
pictures. and did not put them there. But the pictures that we 
make Or: have just for admiring the looks of them or to worship 
is wrong. Aside from this command, the photographs are not of | 
harmony with the. teachings of the New Testament, because they 
' belong to the world in which is lust of eye, lust of flesh, and pride 
of life: » We are commanded not to love the world, for if any 
one loves the world; the love of the Father is not in him, and that | 
is no doubt the condition of thousands of Christian professors, _ 
and we read because of the abounding of iniquity or transgressions, 

_the love of many shall wax cold, or as we might say, getting a love 


for the things of the world choke out the love of God. Take away 


si all pride and care for fooks, and to be admired, ete., and be filled 


with humility, and where can the desire be to have our pictures. 


for some one to look at? Enormous: sums are spent for this. nh 

business which are worse than wasted or squandered. I well re- ae Ny 
“member when the first member in one of our churches engaged in — ae 
the picture taking business and it was not considered allowable 


by the church. Nowadays there are many prominent members who | 


take pictures, and preachers have them taken, but still I konw 


quite a few preachers that oppose them, and would bear testimony 


to my saying they are wrong. I want to add three more special — 





and strong testimonies #0 confirm and strengthen what I have said. 


¥ 
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I do not Wate you to take fuser as a eu aee ee to prove  preares me ‘ 


wrong, but only as strong testimonies, or witnesses. Paul wrote his. 
reasons and arguments for the wearing of the head coverings in Te 

Cor. 11, and he closes with a testimony that all the churches are 
practicing what he had taught, which was to more fully convince 
such as were still on the fence about it. First: When I was a young 
boy, my father had a German married man, who had come from 
Pennsylvania, in his employ in a mill at East Lynne, Mo. This 


man’s baby took sick and died. When it was dead the parents 
wanted to have its pictures taken (perhaps wanting to show it to 
some friends) but the photographer could not take it. He tried 
several times, but each time there would be a veil or sheet across 
its face. The photographer saw that a higher power was interfering, 
and he declared it was wrong and he would never try to take any 
more pictures, and quit the business. Now if that convinced him, 
why should it not us also? Second: I well knew a family in our 
church in Missouri, who had a daughter who became sick and died. 
I do not know how old this daughter was nor much of the particu- 
lars, as this happened before they moved near us, but I knew that. 
they were good, truthful people and that’ they said before this 
daughter died she told them it was wrong to have pictures, and 
had them burn them, and I know that to this day some in that 
family consider it wrong, and would not have them. I also know 
of others who ordered the pictures burned while on their death 
beds.. Did you ever hear of Christian people giving bad counsel 
and instructions on their death bed? Third: The Spirit preaching, 
(often called the Sleeping Preacher Kauffman)’ that we had for 
over 33 years among us, often told us it was wrong to have these 
pictures. But I am not asking you to take this as foundation on 
this, for if I did, I would be doing more than this preaching did, 
for in his preaching he often said, ‘Prove all things, hold fast that 
which is good,”:and also often said, “If I have told you one word 
that leads you away from God, do not touch it with one finger,’ 
and that meant, ‘Prove what I have said by God’s Word and if it 
does not harmonize, you need not take what I have said.” I may 
have more to say about this spirit preaching farther on. 
a 
In conclusion, I want to say IF pictures are right and useful 
we should have the pictures of our best preachers, and have them 
enlarged and hanged in our houses, ‘and churches to look at. 
and I firmly believe if they were right we would have exact photo- 
graphs of Jesus, and the apostles, and Menno Simons, and others.. 
We are to be like minded on all these things but can’t be unless our 
mind is right about it, for some will not accept that which is. 
wrong at any cost. Only those who give their bodies a living 
sacrifice to God, are able to prove what is the good and perfect 
will of God. 
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INSURANCE 


Another evil that has come among us is property insurance. 
A few of our preachers that I know are still opposed to this, but 
most of them jump over this into life. insurance. I once heard 
one of our good ministers say he thought property insurance was 
just as bad as life insurance, because in insuring our lives for our ° 
family’s benefit, we show our concern to help our family in time 
of need, or when deprived of our help, while property insurance is 
more for our own benefit. Anyway, quite a few good arguments 
against life insurance hold equally good against property insurance. 
One old Bishop years ago taught us that the first step was property 
insurance, and the next one life insurance, and the next was joining 
the lodge. We are not able to point to any scripture that says 
property insurance is wrong, just the same as we can’t prove by 
the letter of the Word that theaters, dances, horse races, etc., etc., 
are wrong. But as these mentioned things, and many others we 
might name, belonging to the world and the worldly, so insurance of 
all kinds belongs to the world and not to the christian. The Bible 
is so full of promises that God promised to supply all our needs 
and take care of His own, that I deem it useless to point to any 
certain passage. The word is also full of admonitions to truse 
the Lord for our all, and not put confidence in man, that it must 
surely displease the Lord greatly when we hire men to protect our 
property, crops, livestock, etc.” When the Lord permitted all of 
Job’s possessions to be taken from him for a trial, Job said the 
Lord had given and taken away, “Blessed be the name of the Lord.” 
So we should know that our property cannot be taken or lost 
unless the Lord permits it, and if He sees fit to try our faith in that — 
way we should say, “His Will be done.” Quite a lot of our people 
are in the “Mennonite Aid Plan” insurance which is only another 
way of insurance, and to have such insurance in the church and 
not allow any life insurance is not consistent, as the. “Aid. Plan” 
is not in Bible line, and not trusting the Lord as our protector. 
Some say it is only a way and plan of helping those who have a 
loss, but while it is this, it is not the Bible way but a worldly way, 
and is mainly to protect the rich. The Bible way is to help those 
in need, and if we have a deacon in the church, he can see to all 
that, and those who give can give as the Bible says, not giving to 
receive in return, and not letting the one hand know what the 
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- give to the rich, who do not. need it-at all) even when they hav 
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It s€ems to me it is not needful to | eee this to he wrong, but es 
rather needful to be willing to choose the right, and beware of eet 
“it covetousness. I am not more in favor of a chu ch insurance, than a HN 
Church Theater, or Church Card Playing, etc. You may think — 


this is making it too bad, but. I will give you three reasons for 


this: First, It looks awful to me to think that Brethern. need, and : 


want a written agreement between them to help each other in case 


one is so unfortunate as to have a loss or need help. Second, It — 


looks bad to me to know that when we have a written promise 
from the Lord (who is possessor of all things and a kind Father 


to all His Children) to supply all our needs, according to the — 


Richness of His Grace, in Christ, we still want a written agreement 


from our brethern, or from man, to help us when we have a loss. 


a ‘Third, It looks awful to me that wealthy people who have everything 


ay they can use and more, too, will accept help, in case of some loss, 
from their poor brethern, who may have been struggling along, 
So _ barely able to make ends meet. It reminds me of the man we 
read of in the Bible, who had a large flock of sheep, but when he 


wanted to make a dinner for some friend he went and took his 


poor neighbor’s only lamb for a roast. These things ought not 


so to be.” : 


Sieede at eeene: We 








MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS 

Another evil that has come into our churches is the Musical 
Instrument. I do not mean they have them in the meeting house, 
but in the homes. I call it an evil because I believe they belong to 
the world and worldliness of which we are commanded to “love not 
the world.” It is a something that we can’t find a direct plain 
command against, but only indirect as we have it against theaters, 
dances, insurance, secret societies, etc., etc. We want to be, and 
need to be, careful that we don’t call evil good and good evil. ‘Woe 
unto them that call evil good and good evil,” Isa. 5:20. That would 
be the same as making the way too narrow or too broad. It 
would be adding to, or taking from the Word. If the organ and 
piano, etc., are not an evil, we do wrong to stand against them and 
deprive our families. and friends of the pleasure of having them. 
The fact that it takes a self denial to do without them does not 
alone establish the fact that they are an evil for the Bible tells us 
that we may eat of all the trees in the Garden, except of the 
forbidden tree, and it tells us that they are false teachers who forbid 
us to be married, and to eat of certain meats, and also show us 
how that certain false teachers teach ‘““Touch not; taste not; handle | 
not.” Col. 2:21. But this evil like many others can only be seen 
as such by those who are consecrated or willing, even as 
we are told that we shall give our bodies a sacrifice and be not like © 
the world that we may be able to prove what is the full will of God. 
To give our reasons for the position we take in this, we will give 
a number of quotations from the _Tract on Musical Instruments 
that was written by one of our Bishops a few years ago, and which 
explains it much better than I could have done it. He gives it in 
the form of A PLEA for simplicity, and Paul tells us that he fears 
that as the Serpent deceived Eve through his subtility, our minds 
- might, by some means, be corrupted from the simplicity that is in - 
Christ. This Tract says, ‘““We are now at a-crisis. The question 
confronts us, will we remain a plain, world-ignoring church, or 
will we yield to worldliness as other churches.” ‘Standing out 
prominently in the life of Christ and in the Apostolic church was 
Divine Simplicity.” ‘The Apostolic church did not become corrupt 
in a day, it was little by little, from one degree of pomp to another, 
and finally were piety and virtue smothered.” During the Reform- 
ation, Zwingli, the Swiss reformer, put the musical instrument out 
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of the churches, as unscriptural, along with images, pictures, ‘cru- Ma 
cifixes, altars relics, candles and other things by the use of which © 
the simplicity of the Christian worship had been destroyed.” “Many 


of our people would be willing to see the instruments come into 
the church, when the Swiss reformer cast them out as Catholic 
error!” (2) ‘Come, Let Us Reason Together.” “The heathen 


actually have prayer machines to help them pray. Church people 


have praise. machines with which to praise God. ‘The church 
people sent missionaries to the machine praying people to teach 


“them the error of their ways. Thinking: people wonder why it 
should be right to praise by machinery, and wrong to pray by 


machinery, Might not the heathen well say, “Physician, heal 
thyself.” People say the harp must be a good thing for it drove 
the evil spirit away from King Saul.” ‘Let us examine the passage 
in 1 Sam. 16:14. We see it was an evil spirit FROM THE LORD 
to trouble him for his sins. Saul had his choice to forsake his 
sins and be cheered by God or hold to his sins and get cheered by 
the instrument. This established three things. First, God sent 
the spirit—the harp drove it away; therefore the instrument worked 
against God. Second, God does not cheer man in his sins. The 


instrument did and therefore it works contrary to God. . Third, 


the instrument made Saul feel better without making him better,,. 


therefore it worked against his salvation.” “Since the music instru- 
ments were invented by the wicked it seems to indicate that they 
were not suggested from above.” ‘We hear a great deal about the 
‘money wasted in candy, chewing gum, jewelry, feathers, strong 
drink, tobacca, etc., thus firing all around the edges of the church. 
Why not go out into the middle of the garden and pluck out the 
weeds that grow there such as musical instruments, lace curtains, 
costly furniture, decorative pictures, neckties, etc. etc., and clean 
up the fence corners afterward.” “Or would that hit too many 
leaders?” ‘God gave the law through Moses—all the details of 
worship, but nowhere did He command the use of instruments of 
music. Likewise, when the New Testament was given, not one 
word is found to support the musical instruments. Polygamy, mur- 
der and musical instruments all originated in the family of Cain, 
who was of the wicked one, and all of them were found with David; 
so if David’s being a man after God’s own heart makes musical 
instruments right, you by the same argument prove polygamy, and 


_ bloodshed right.” “Now by the Word we are taught to sing and 


not by a single word or example in the New Testament are we 
taught the use of the musical instruments.” ‘From where I sit I 
can look into a brother’s yard, who told me that in a sickness that 
evidently brought him to the very middle of death’s dark stream, 
God showed him things different from what he had ever seen them 
before, and causéd him to purpose in his heart to put the organ 


Page 24 : 











3 of aera Pore Aehere this was very plainly acne and seties 
“most of us have seen this, too. May our hearts be open to hear 
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SEPARATION 


Most all of our people believe in the doctrine of Separation, and 
the subject has been well taught with the exception of a certain 
phase of it which has been almost lost sight of the past years; so 
I intend to write mainly of this, and in-fact I call this the principal 
part of the subject. The scripture fondation for the subject we 
find in 2 Cor. 6:14 and 17. Verse 14 says: “Be not yoked with the 
unbelievers” and verse 17 “Wherefore come out from among them 
and be ye separate.” The first verse says be not tided together 
and the other one says that we shall come away and be apart. 
The other verse gives the reason why, viz: Because we do not 
suit or fit together, and also that God may be our Father, and 
receive us as His own. Some think this unequal yoke means not 
to be unequally bound together in marriage with the unbelievers, 
but this tells us we are yoked, to break that yokes, by coming out 
from among them and be separate. Paul tells us if a believer has 
an unbelieving companion, they need NOT part, and by this we 
can easily see that it means something else. 

Again some say that this ‘(Come out from among them” means 
to come out of the world and worldliness, but if it does it would 
mean that a man can bea christian, and yet be yoked with the 
world, for he is talking to the christian and wants him to be sep- 
arate. He would not ask the worlding to be separated, and this 
coming out or away means to break the yoke or tie that has been 
holding them to the unbeliever or unrighteous. In John’s Gospel we 
see that Jesus said to His Disciples “I have chosen you out of the 
world.” Again he says, “If ye were of the world the world would 
love its own, but because I have chosen you out of the world, there- 
fore the world hateth you.’ Some also claim this means we are 
not to be in fellowship in-the lodges, or labor unions, or have part 
in the stock companies, etc. and we can apply it there, but I think 
when Paul wrote this to the Corinthians, they were not in anything 
_ of the kind, for these things (no doubt) did not exist at that 
- time. When we say, “Be not unequally yoked,” and “Wherefore 
come out from among them,” he means not to go into a wrong tie, 
if you are not in, as well as to come out if you are already in. I 
believe that the principal lesson Paul is teaching here is that we 
are not to be in a church or church fellowship with such as he men- 
tions as unbelievers, idolators) etc., and I think this is a Bible and 
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cg also | a Ce eee that ‘ne pete eee lost ‘et sat One in 
our time. There is a doctrine in the world, (and I call it a 


Devil’s Doctrine) that if we are only good, (or christians, so to 
speak), it matters not whether we belong to any church or not, 
and then there is another one that I call a twin sister to it, that 


says it makes no difference what church we hold to, just so we ~ 


belong to some christian professing church, and obey that church. 
Of course, I say the name of the church makes no difference, and 
hekps.us not one whit more than our individual name, but came 


out of any church that comes in the class of unbelievers or idolators, 


etc., no matter what its name, and join any church that obeys 
God’s Word, no matter what the name of it. Then there may be 
a ‘church in one locality that is a fallen or dead church, and 
another one in another locality by the same name, having the same 
reed, that is still a live and faithful church, because she obeys 
and upholds her creed, while the other one calls it her creed but 
does not obey it. Many of our people scarcely know nowadays that 


the Mennonite church is a “come out’ church and«that Menno™ 


Simons, a foremost leader and teacher, was at one time a Catholic 


priest, but when he read the Bible, and got an understanding of it,: 


he saw where that church was standing, and because of the Doctrine 
of Separation he came out of her, and was separate, not alone 


from the Catholics, but also from the Lutherans and other churches’ 


for the same reason. (Because he did not want to TOUCH the 
unclean thing.) Some of-the other churches, who came out of the 
Catholic church, still held to some of its erroneous doctrines, and 
did not keep all of the Bibles ordinances, thus compromising with 
evils, instead of not touching them. MENNO not only uses this 
text, I gave, as a reason for not uniting with others, but also 


others of his co-laborers—and that is not all; I am glad to say — 


and see, that some of our own teachers in our time have used this 
text in a proper light. Some years ago when the question came 
up on the different branches of Mennonites joining together to start 


a certain work, and thus take one step toward coming together | 


again, a well known and well posted minister had a most excellent 
lengthy article in the Gospel Herald, on the subject of Unionism and 
Separation, in which he explained that while a Union was in Bible 
line, Separation was also Bible of still more importance, ‘and he 


-also stated a most valuable and lost sight-of truth; that if churches 
have separated on Bible doctrines, they need to come back to the 


place where they separated, to be properly united again, and he 
quoted this same text I have given you as a foundation. Only a year 


-or so ago another of our leading ministers told us in the Gospel 


Herald that where live members belong to a dead church and can’t 
revive it, the proper thing to ro is to leave that church and another 
writer of ours in an excellent tract years ago makes a remarkable 
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statement that I can’t dispute, when he says, “No church has ever re- 
formed herself. Simplicity like the pure flower of virginity, if once 
lost, can never be restored.” Now there may be churches with 
even the name of Mennonite to them that are in no better standing 
before God or with no more promise of eternal life than the Cath- 
olic church, or Mormon church, for some years ago a posted writer 
spoke of certain localities where the Mennonites had dropped or 
lost their non-resistant principle. Now if a church were composed 
of murderers, no matter what the name or how many good things 
they have, how many ordinances they keep, etc., all that will not 
make them one whit better than the murderer that does not belong 
to any church. When I spoke of the matter of churches that had 
separated coming together, and what that writer said, (with which 
I heartily agree), I do not mean, nor do I believe the writer meant 
it, that this must be so in all cases, because it depends on whether 
_they have separated on gospel principles, and the keeping ‘of ordi- . 
nances, or had separated on non-essential differences, that caused 
‘jll feelings, and some hatred, etc., till they would not stand to- 
gether. For instance, I know of a case where differences of opinion ~ 
arose about certain Bible doctrines, and perhaps about some church 
rules, or ways of work, and these were talked of and contended 
about till there were two churches, where only one had been before. 
Some years later, John Kauffman, known as the “Sleeping Preacher” 
was called into the neighborhood, and that Spirit preached there . 
that these preachers and people should drop their differences and 
come together as though they were entire strangers to each other » 
(I did not hear that preaching, but a preacher living there, who 
heard it, and who I know is thuthful, told me, and he said he thought 
it would have been the best way; but some were not willing.) 
Both these congregations had the same faith in the keeping of all 
the ordinances and in all other important Bible doctrines and 
principles, and no doubt if they had wanted to go back to their 
_ separation to try to get togather, there would have been jangling 
and fussing and getting farther apart, rather than coming to- 
gether. And it is to be hoped that the good Lord will help them 
ere long to drop their immaterial differences, become more alike in 
all essential principles, and be completely drawn together by the 
bond of Love and Peace. Many years ago I was at a place where 
two churches had been planted side by side. They had not been 
- separated but had been planted side by side contrary to the wishes 
if and best advice of good men there, and this same “Spirit preaching” 
in speaking to the ministers and people of both congregations there, _ | 
told them forcibly that the ministers should come together and ~ ’ 
agree and work together, and added that if they did so, any mem- | 
bers who would not be willing to join in were not fit to belong to 
the church. He did not say they should come in a way to com- 
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promise, or drop commands to suit all. but taught in connection that 


_ they should keep all the commands and ordinances. But when 
we speak of coming back to where we separated, we mean this is 


the only right way to do in case one branch has quit keeping, and : 


- upholding one of the church ordinances, or laid down some great and 
important Bible principle, such as non-resistance, non-conformity 
to the world, etc., or taken up some such grave erroneous doctrine 
as “you must be baptized under the water else you can’t be 


saved,” etc., etc. And when we speak of “Coming out from among 
them,” we mean the same way—come out ONLY when such things 
as last mentioned have come in and abide there, so that we are 
sure that the leaven that will leaven the whole lump is there, 
There will always be imperfections, mistakes, differences of opinion, 
too much worldliness, many evils to contend with, etc., etc., and 
- perhaps we may be sorely tried by imagining that we are not 
rightly treated or handled in case we commit some sin worthy of 
being punished, yet all these furnish us no excuse, or rather no 
reason, for leaving the church. And sometimes we may think there 
is too much fussing, when the fact is that it is only the battle of 
fighting sin, that any church has to make. And we may look 


to a neighbor church, where there seems to be all smooth sailing, — 


and long to be there, and forget that Satan lets his church alone 
and does not disturb it, if he gain by that way, but where there 
is the most life and power, there he tries the hardest to upset, 
and disturb, and is liable to get some members on his side before 
they are.aware of it. As long as the leaders of the church will call 
evil, evil, and use proper discipline, and put away from among 
themselves that wicked person, or we might say, stay on Bible line, 
we need not forsake a church because of the imperfections of the 
members.” Even if we thought some or many were only hypocrites 
and not true to their profession, as long as they obey in form, we 


dare not judge their heart condition, for we can’t see into their 


hearts, and are not to judge, lest we be judged, and if others are — 


not honest and true, yet obedient to the church, it will do me no 
harm, if I am only true. 


But if a member should steal a horse and we all know it and 
we would say, “that goes with him,” and just let it go, would that 
be true? I say, No! we would all be partaking of his sin in 
keeping him in fellowship with us, and if the leaders would refuse 
to do anything about the matter, what could the lay members do 


that is right except leave that church. But now we want to beware 


of setting up our wisdom and knowledge against all others, and 


‘not being teachable. One of the things belonging to wisdom from 


above, as given by James, is to be “easily entreated,” the German 


says, “allows herself to be taught.” One of the things that the — 


Spirit preached much in the last year of his preaching was that 
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aes is Sion at ignorance sins folishness; : aa when one, | ¢ ie 
| even two or. three members - nowadays stand. against the sey 
a and those of other churches in things that are not plainly given as We ie 


ik Bible doctrine in our “Confession of Faith,’ ” as though they know iy uf 
o better, or are more spiritual than all the others, it is no less i 
than ignorance and foolishness. Sometimes, instead of being 
childlike and forgiving, as We. should be, ,, we become childish, as 
we should not be, and we don’t want to play unless it goes OUD: 
way. Another point we should know and remember is that all — 
| evils are not of like grade or greatness, or badness. For instance, 
we may hear a bad word from some one. We pass it by as a minor 
evil that was a slip of the tongue, for we all do it. A greater 
evil is done, and we perhaps say something to the person that He 
may be stronger, and do it no more. And still a greater sin is done, 
and the member is called to make a confession in the congregation. 
And still a greater evil is done and the member is called that 
_ “wicked person,” and put out for his sin. Again I will say what 
I have seen and heard of the Spirit preaching, because I believe 
_. that was telling us God’s will in the matter, as a message from > 
Heaven. I have heard him preach to a congregation where he 
named several evils, or rather, great evils among them, yet he 
said we should stand by our ministers and help them to build up 
the church. I think the ministers were not in those evils then, 
( and were not in favor of others having them. But now when we 
“ stand. for the Bible doctrines and principles plainly taught, and “he 
even given the same way in our “Confession of Faithy’ no matter — : 
sy By how few stand with us in our church, the 52 ministers who” put 
Ai aes up our creed, and thousands of the martyrs, who were no doubt. of i 
ig the best people who have been in this world since the. Apostolic _ 
times, are on our side. And that is not all. There are still quite, a 
Vaca tap esi the. best men in our time on our side and while ‘we are a 
not to build on man, or take flesh for our arm, yet the bible tells 
us to follow the faith of those who have taught us the word of God. 
We should know that when we stand alone, the chances are more _ 
than 99 out of 100 we are wrong. a would not want. to stand na 
for any point of doctrine that I must stand alone ‘in, and while ie 
an I know that many are against me in the things I’ have thus far 
brought out and may still bring out, I know that some, end per= 0 
haps quite a number, are with me and agree. oe ive AU 
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_ Another point’ I want to bring out is this:\ Jesus sed ary 
built his church, and intended that his people be members, and I. 
do not see how we can be right with our God and _fellowman ‘ 
. without lenene to a church, wach 
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iF “eet believe. we are ina time now, or ever will be, when we 


can’t rightfully belong to a church, 

A number of years ago I heata: one of\ our good ministers say 
something like this: “If this church will not do so and so, God will 
raise up a church that will,” and I thought it was true, and believe 
it yet, that God will always have churches here that do His will, 


so His people can be there as in an ark of safety; a house that is 


fireproof against the great fire that is coming, as the ark of Noah 
was waterproof in the time of the great flood. 


How should’ we leave in case we need to leave a church? First 
of all, in peace. That is, if you have wronged any one, or have 
not done something that they require of you,. make it right if 


you can. But don’t call evil good in order to satisfy some so they - 


will say you are at peace, but be at peace, as you are in peace 
with all men, as far as lieth in you. Second, let the congregation 
or at least the leaders, know why you leave, if they don’t already 
know it, otherwise you are not doing your whole duty toward 
them or showing the love that is due them. This telling them 
your belief and showing them where you think they err may cause 
quite a talk of disturbance, as Satan does not want to have his 


work exposed, but we are, nevertheless, taught to let our light: 
shine and to be witnesses for the truth and bear testimony to the. | 


right with our words and works. Sometimes this done faithfully 
will bring many persecutions, and may even cause divisions among 
the people, even as Paul’s and Christ’s teachings always caused 
more or less of these things, because some believed and some did 
not, and thus they would be against each other. Furthermore I 
will say in leaving a church that we believe is a fallen or dead one, 
(and we should not come out of any other kind unless it be only 
going from one community to another in order to get into a church 
that we think is still nearer right or more alive) we should still 
be willing to obey that church, in anything they may ask of us 


with a full council, because we think that church still has some 


true members, and we think she cannot get a full voice to ask 
us to do that which would be wrong. 


Now, I have written on this subject at length, because I think it 


one of the neglected and misunderstood ones and I trust you may 
give it much thought. It may take some a year or more of think- 
ing and studying, as it did me, before they can see it clearly, 


the subject that I am bringing. I believe where Christ told his. 


Disciples, “If ye continue in my word, ye shall know the truth,” 
it means (in part at least) that it may require of us continued 
hearing and studying of some subjects before we will be able 
to know or fully understand them. Even at the best, we may be 
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THE SONSHIP OF CHRIST 

I believe that Jesus Christ is the son of God. This is what I 
openly confessed when. I was baptized, it is what I have believed 
ever since, to this time. I call this a fundamental part of our 
faith, which means much, if we get out of it all that it includes. 
I suppose there are many who believe that Jesus was only a good 
man, as other good men, or perhaps a good many may say, only an 
exceptional man. I trust none of our people believe this. When 
a boy, I was surprised to learn of an old Methodist preacher that 
he believed that Jesus Christ ‘was God or in other words, God the 
Father himself, thus virtually denying that Jesus was God’s son. 
Later on when our people began to have Bible conferences and 
taught on the subject of the Godhead, I was almost shocked 
to learn that some of our foremost Bible teachers also taught this 
doctrine of Jesus being the same as the Father. 


They did not say the same person, but I can see no difference 
in saying the same Being or the same Person. Being does not 
exactly mean person, but Webster’s says that person means a living 
human being, and also says that among the Trinitarians it means’ 
one of the three subjects constituting the Godhead. The Christian 


churches are in one sense divided into these two classes: The Trin- 
itarians, who believe in the three persons in the Godhead and the 
Unitarians who believe in the oneness of person or being in the 
Godhead, with the three names, three manifestations, etc. One 
explained it in part by saying: “It is like one light in a house that 
can be seen through the window on three sides.” When I learned 
of this I began to wonder whether I had been wrong on this point 
all the past years, and whether others are with me in this, or against 
me and made inquiry as I had opportunity, and to my knowledge 
now. I did not find anyone in our home congregation who did not 
agree with me, but I found other prominent and learned teachers 
who took the Unitarian side, and some who said they had made a 
- study of it and yet were undecided, and also heard some say that 
God was an invisible Being that filled all things in Heaven and earth, 
etc. Later on, in noticing the trend of the Bible conferences with 
the subjects being taught I saw that quite often the subject was tak- 
en, “The Divinity of Christ’? and not once, till years later, did I see 
the subject of the Sonship of Christ mentioned, which I thought 
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Him being Divine, or na a mere Haas is s settled and. ‘understood. 


We don’t claim that no one can be saved, unless they keep feet- 
EEN) yet. we claim that to teach that there is no need | of | 


_ keeping it is a doctrine of the devil and belongs to that which the f 
Apostle calls “Giving heed to Doctrines of Devils.” And, so I 





iw 


believe this Doctrine of Jesus being only the Father in another ; 


name and office, etc., cannot be a true doctrine, and therefore ‘7 
must ‘be a Devil’s doctrine. I know that we can find a verse here 
and there that would teach the Unitarian doctrine, and the same 


way we ean find foundation for all kinds of Devil’s doctrines by 


picking some verses, disregarding other scriptures and the con- 


texts, etc. And I will also add that while I have heard it claimed 


that this was in Harmony with Mennonite doctrine, I have looked 


over Menno’s and Dirk Phillip’s writings carefully on these ques- 


- tions and I can not see that they teach anything but that Jesus 
‘was God’s Son, and a second person in the Godhead, the same as I 


believe. Let us notice some scriptures. The Prophet Isaiah speaks 
of the coming of Jesus, telling us what manner of person he will 


be, by telling us some of his names—Wonderful, Counsellor, Mighty 


God, Everlasting Father, Prince of Peace. There where he calls 


him Mighty God, he does not mean that he is God the Father and 
the German here says Powerful instead of Mighty Godi7 Again- 


when he says, Everlasting Father, he does not mean that He is God 


the Father, but only a title showing his greatness and superiority — 


over all men. Even Abraham is called the “Father of all be- 
lievers.”?’ Coming over to the New Testament we find where Jesus 
said. “He that sees me sees ‘the Father.” What does he mean? 
I and the Father are so nearly alike in all things that when you see 
me you virtually see the Father also. He did not say at any beni 
I am the Father. be 


We will find many places in which Jesus is called Lord and also 
God, and we can find that there is only one Lord and one God, but 
that means only one Godhead and not that there is not more than 


-one person in the Godhead and to say that J esus was God’s own Son, 


would plainly imply that he is a God and a Lord. Jesus also’ said, 


“I and the Father are one,” but he did not say or mean One ‘Person 


or Being, and this is very plainly evident by his praying to the 


Father for his children, that they might all be one even as he and — 
the Father are one (in unity of faith and mind). John writes and 
says “There are three that bear record in Heaven: The Father, 
the Word, and the Holy Ghost; and these three are one.” The 


i ‘Word here means Christ, just as the Word means Christ in John’s 
— Gospel it, and in other places. He says there are three that 
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‘pear record or ‘testimony, and calls them three because there are 


three persons and each has his own testimony. He says they are one 


_ because they are one in mind and nature etc., and their testimony 


agrees, or is one. Again John writes, “He that abideth in the 
teachings of Christ hath both the Father and the Son.” The word 
both here means two persons. The saying that “God so loved the 
world that he gave his only begotten son” implies, or shows plainly 
that God had a son begotten of Him, and one son only, and that 
he loved his son as we love our sons, yet spared him not because 
of also loving the human family. Again the many passages teach- 
ing that God sent his son implies that God did not only make up his | 
mind to come himself, but that there were two persons and one 
sent the other. And how often do we find the Father in Heaven, 
talking to the Son on earth, and the Son on earth talking to the 


‘Father in Heaven. When Jesus prayed in the garden ‘not my 
will, but thine be done,” it shows that the Father’s will was done, 


and not the Son’s, and that there must have been two wills, two 
minds, and two persons. When Stephen looked into Heaven, he 
saw Jesus at the rignt hand of his Father and I believe this was 
not only a dream or vision, but that he actually saw what was 1n 
reality there. And I believe that when the end comes, the Saved 
people will also see what Stephen saw, namely, two visible person- 
alities of the Godhead. One more verse: Paul says, “I would have 
you know that the head of man is Christ, and the Head of Christ 
is God.” I think where we find one verse to show, or mean to 
show that Christ and God, the Father, are but one being, we can 
find 20 or more verses to show plainly that they are two persons. 
A man and wife are also two persons, but the Bible says they 
are one flesh. I believe if we had read only the Bible and our 
forefather’s writings, and heard our own teachers only, none of us 


‘would have conceived the idea of there being only one Being in 


the Godhead. It seems so plain to me, that I will not add any more, 
but trust we may all become of the same mind in this, as well as 
in other subjects. | 


& 


* 


Page 35 





“NONCONFORMITY 


This subject of not being conformed to the world has been auite- : v2 


often and” well taught in the Gospel Herald in the past few years; 


yet there is room for improvement, yea, great need of it, and some ~ 


phases of the subject are not yet well understood. Nonconformity ~ 


and the “dress question” do not mean the same thing, but the 


two subjects are so connected, or related, that I intend to bring 
both sides under this one head. When we read, or quote the 
command, “Be not conformed to this world,” we should more often 


go on farther and finish the subject and say also, “But. be ye 


transformed by the renewing of your mind.” 
tf o 


Those who hear the first part only, especially those who head only 


the German, may get the idea that this means we are not to appear 
like the ‘world in our dress, but when we read on we can see 


clearly that we are not to have the mind of the world, but the 
renewed mind. This is not all we want to notice here. When he 
says here, “Be not conformed,” -he starts in by saying, “and” be 
not conformed. And why so? Because he has_ this subject | 
belonging yet to what he commanded before this, namely: : “GIVe 


your bodies a living sacrifice to God.” This is what the world 
does not, but we shall do, and in doing this we are much unlike 
the world in mind and life. Then in verse 3, Paul again starts 


out. with the word “For” showing that there is still some relation 


or connection, with what he had already said, and here he tells 


‘us not to be high minded, or think too much of ourselves, and this 


is one of the worst forms of conforming to the world. This has © 


a relation to the dress also, because he who wants to dress like 
the world, for show, is thinking too highly of himself, In this 
chapter we find about 37 commands, and to disobey any of them 
is also world conformity, because the world disobeys them. Here 
Wwe are commanded to have a renewed mind, and the question comes, 
“Can we renew our minds, or can anyone have that new mind, 
except he be born again, and can anyone be born again, and not 


have that new mind?” Paul here speaks to the brethern, and that 


implies. that they are such as have been born again. He means, 
no doubt, the same here as when he wrote in another place, “Put 


off the old man with his deeds, and put on the new man, ete.” 
—Eph. 4-22 to 24, also Col. 3. This is also taught in other 
uPices in other biStnben but means the same as though it said, 
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- “Rollow the leadings and promptings of the new mind and Spirit 
that has been planted in you, and do not follow the promptings 
and inclinations that are still with you, which are the same as 
the world has.” But now to come again more directly to the question 
of nonconformity. I want to bring, in short, what I consider the 
main part of it. Anything that I have, or do, just because the 
world has or does, so I shall be admired or honored of man is 
conforming to the world. This may be a large farm, a large bank 
account, a fine suit of clothes, a nice team of horses, a fine large 
house or barn, or some piece of furniture, or carpet, or wall paper, 
or window shades, or some piece of machinery, or a silo, and even 
a wheel barrow as well as a selfbinder, or telephone, and if I 
would name everything that I know of now, in less than six months 
there might be something else here that I had not mentioned. On 
the other hand, anything that I have for use and convenience, and 


not because the world has it, from a wheel barrow and sewing 
machine up to a*threshing machine, tractor, or automobile, or any 
dress that is convenient, sensible, comfortable, etc., even though 
the world has the same thing, is not conforming to the world. 
Again let us say this: Anything that the world does that is not 
against Scripture teaching, that may I do, providing that I don’t do it 
just because the world does it—to be honored by the world. 


Now, I will come direct to the dress question. Quite a number of 
years ago I sent an article on the “Wearing of the Beard” to our 
- publishing house, and some years later I sent one on “The Wearing 
of the Capes and Aprons,” and neither one ever appeared, but I 
_learned they had received them, and would, perhaps, some time 
print them, but as it was not done, I concluded they were not 
considered suitable. But I believe in wearing these and will tell 
you why, because I do not believe in standing up for something 
without having some reason to offer. In the Old Testament we 
read something about not to “mar”, or round, the corners of our 
beard, but I don’t take that for foundation, as there are diverse 
laws and ordinances there that are not intended for a rule of life 
for us, and if. I want to hold to one why not to another, or all. 
The Ten Commandments are different, as they contain the moral law 
of right and wrong to God and man, that remain true to the end 
of time, and other things commanded in the laws of the Old 
Testament intended for us are also commanded in the new. But 
in the New, in 1 Cor. 11, we find that Paul says, of what nature, 
teaches us, and this gives us to understand that we shall pay some 
attention to how God has created us. There he says nature teaches, | 
that it is a shame for a man to have long hair, and for a woman 
to have long hair is an honor to her. Now why is this so? Is it 
not because God has created woman with long hair, and the long 
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3 created man with shorter. hair, and the short hair makes man look Na ‘a 
manly, « or as God intended he should look, and in this God. wanted ne ee 





man and woman to be different. Now while God does ‘not go 


father in. this, and say, “Likewise if a ‘woman had a beard. “it . 


would. be a shame to her,” the same as if her hair on the head were 


eut off. So it is also-a shame to the man to cut off his beard, even the 
same asiiit \ he had ‘the long womanly hair, Yet) this 1s true, 


because it is quite in harmony and in the same line as the teaching 


of the hair on top of the head; because if we are to look. to what 


Nature teaches in one part, why not in the hair of the face as well? 


But now my critics will say, “Why then do you cut off the mustache? 


God put it there and it belongs to man’s looks.” Well, I do jthat: ” 


for the same reason that I cut my hair on the head, trim my beard, 
and cut back my finger nails. God’s word teaches us, “Let every- 
thing be done decently and in order.” “Let your moderation be 
known to all men.” “Be not righteous over much.” Why shouldst 
thou destroy theyself,’’. etc. We are not to be unwise, but wise, 
and know what is the will of the Lord. I cut my fingernails to 
_ where 1 think they serve the best in the purpose for which they 
were intended—too long or too short they may even be a detriment, 
wnile just rignt they serve an excellent purpose. I believe in 
-eutting the hair of man on the head, the same way—too long it 
is not only unhandy and hardly decent, but becomes womanly 
looking, which they were not intended to be, but to cut them too 
-. short, makes it seem that we disregard nature and it’s teachings, 


and want no covering of hair on our heads, as God intended we — 


should have. We need to be temperate in this, as in all things 
that we do. To cut off the mustache is cleanly in eating and 
drinking, and decent looking, and does not interfere any in the 
keeping of the ordinance of greeting each other with the Holy 


kiss; besides it does not make us look womanly, nor does it make 
us more in worldly style, but rather less so, for when a person. 
lets it all grow, we don’t know if he dees not want to shave, or 


why he does it, but when the beard is left, and the upper lip clean, 
we can see there is a purpose there, and it is not just a happen so, 


| or carelessness. Once in a Bible Conference the question of the 


beard came up and the teacher, after saying a few words on it, 
_ closed by saying or asking, “Why do you cut off your beards, any- 

way?” And with so many beardless faces present, ‘I did not 
blame him for not liking to say much about it, but I thought what 


than just to ask such a question. It is as I said in the beginning, 
no matter what we do, if we have a scriptural reason for doing it, 


_ petter or stronger argument for a beard could have been given, © 


it is all. right, but many times we have only excuses, instaed of 


"reasons. One more point is this, I believe with others of our 
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foremost ‘ministers, in Uniformity in connection with our non-con- 
formity, as you may have noticed in one of my former articles in 
the Herald years ago. It has been said the soldiers, and police, 
and lodgemen are all dressed alike and in a way that we can 
know them, but I will take these facts for my reason to be 
uniform, because they are worldly if anybody is, and we are not 
to pattern after the world, but I take scriptural reasons. First, I 
am to love my brethern with fervent love, and when we love some 
one, we are drawn to them and naturally want to be like them 
and look like them. Secondly, I am to esteem my brother better 
than myself, and if I do this I don’t feel as if I wanted to ke 
dressed better or appear better than he. Third, we ara to be like 
minded, walk after the same rule, and be obedient to each other 


and these and other verses give me all the ground I need for Uni- 
formity; and I have not seen or noticed anything in dress, that makes 
people so much alike and like brethren as the beard, nor as 
noticably different from the world. Now some would also add 
they believe in the beard because the Word says we 
are a peculiar people, but I do not use this as a reason, 
because I think often times some take the wrong view of 
that text. I claim this does not mean that we shall make ourselves 
odd or different, so as to appear peculiar, but only do that which 
is right and we will be considered peculiar, and I don’t doubt 
before reading this far, many already consider the writer very 
peculiar, and before they get through still more so, and I claim we 
are the peculiar, not only to the world outside the church, but 
also to the world inside the church. Now I have been asked why it 
-is that I believe in wearing the beard and not in wearing “hooks 
and eyes”, or the plain cut coat,’ and I consider it a fair question 
that should be answered to all who want to know. Here is the 
difference: When I Cut off the beard I go to trouble and expense to 
make myself different from what I was intended to be and to 
look like the world. On the other hand, if I want to wear the 
hooks and eyes, I have to either send away for my clothes, and 
pay extra for them, or buy them here and go to the trouble and 
expense to change them, and then when I have them on, I can’t 
give a good reason for having them, and in fact I would be showing 
by my works that they were the proper thing to have, yet could 
not give a satisfactory reason why. True there was some advantage 
of being dressed so as to know strangers by their dress, but if that 
were needful or scriptural, we might as well hang on some badge, 
as do lodge men. The same way with the plain cut coat, only I 
thing these times a brother with that coat is generally considered 
a preacher by the world, and held in greater respect, and we are 
not to seek the honor of the world. I think there was a time 
when the wearing of buttons was in style and something great 
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would gladly ‘wear. them for the sake of. peace, and I have no fault — ph Xi) 
to find with those who want them, and will yet add, rf. T want but- : 
tons only because the world has them, then I am doing wrong in 
having them. Now before leaving the dress question of the brethern . 
‘and boys, I want to mention two more things. One is that of 
costly array. Some I have seen with very plain made ‘clothes, 

which ‘were very fine and costly, and I fear has not been 

sufficiently taught. The other is the boys short pants. Some have « 
wondered why it is that we allow the men to go to the store and 

buy ready made clothes and wear them and do not allow the same 


thing for our little boys, and I will tell you. The clothes we have 
been buying for us are plain, or common, and sensibly made, as 


good perhaps as we could make them and much cheaper than we 
ean make them or have them made. The boys pants are not we 


sensibly and comfortably made, but cut short for no other reason 
but for style, and we can’t buy the long ones except in the everyday 


overalls that are sensibly made. Years ago I wrote to a “plain cut 
clothing house” for the long, small boy’s pants, and they said they 
never had gone so far yet as to make them, but to my mind they 


had ten ‘to one better have made them than the plain cut coat, 
as I don’t see any style in the coat with the collar that can be 


turned up or down, as is most comfortable. Whenever the ready- 


made men’s clothes are not decently and sensibly made I say 
we will have to quit buying them, but get them elsewhere or make 
them. Now about the women’s dress. When I say I believe in the 
wearing of the capes and aprons you may think it is because the 
Word says we are peculiar people, but that is not my reason, or 


grounds. In fact when we look at that passage in the German 
rendering, we see that word peculiar means something different 
from odd, rather, my own or special people. Again you may say 
‘I am asking more non-conformity of the woman than of the men, 


but this is true only insofar as the women of the world have gone 


farther away from Bible line in dress than the men of the world. 
My reason for the capes and aprons is the Scripture teaching that — 


Says women shall adorn themselves in modest apparel with shame- 
facedness and sobriety. To look up the true meaning of this in 
the different translations gives us the idea that women shall so 


dress as to properly cover, or hide, their bodies, as those who think © 


saber thoughts, and are ashamed to expose themselves in any way 
that wouuld induce impure thoughts, etc. A dress alone, no matter 
how made, could scarcely do this, without something more over it. 


In fact as I look at it, we would get nothing better for the purpose — 
than what we > have had for Ai! years, as we see it worn by a ow ay 
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ag ‘perhaps. all the sisters in cae of the ar atie in Waste ty antes ‘ahd ee y 
I suppose aby all the sisters in the old order of Amish churches. — event 
| No matter if times change, ‘styles change, etc., the Word of God 
_ does not change, and for this custom we have so much plain word, y 
te I think we should stay by it. 


We may think our land of Bibles is free from idols that are 
worshipped, but there are many idols here, ‘more than we would 
name, and we think one of the greatest of these is the god of 
fashion. Some make great sacrifices and pray much to this god of 
fashion, others do less for him, and some who even claim there is 
such a God and don’t want to own that they pay any homage or 


honor to him, show by their works that they do. Why do women 
have their dress sleeves so short to the elbow only (and some men, © 


too)? It is because they want to adorn this great idol of fashion. 
And this is not all the evil in this practice. 


It is also against the word that tells us to dress ae. 


Why do women, or rather girls, ‘have large ribbons on their hair 


or head? Simply because they worship at the shrine of fashion, 


and also like to have some outward adorning, even when the Word 
says there shall be none. But why do women of plain pretentions 


like to put the small ribbons and not the big ones on the grils’ hair? 
Some like to see the big ones, as they show easily what they are 
for. God said to one: church, I wish you were cold or hot, and 
so we might as well be out and out for this idol, or else out and 


out for the Living God..But many want to stand on between- 


grounds; and pay little honor and attention to this great idol by 


_ making the sleeves a little shorter, the necks a little lower, the 
- bonnets a little\. smaller, the dresses tighter, anything to imitate. 


style in part. I suppose we all have some things just for their . 
looks, but we have some word for that. Like this, “Provide for | 
things honest. in the sight of all men.” “Tet. everything be done 
decently and in order.” “Let your moderation ‘be known. to all 


men,” et: your light shine,” ete., but when we have some- 


thing just because it is style, it belongs to idolatry. “Little children _ Me 
keep yourselves from idols.” } . 





TEMPERANCE 


Temperance, as I understand it, means the moderate use of all 
things : allowable; and doing with moderation all the things we 


are told to do. ‘It has been said that the Bible teaches that we 


shall be temperate in all things, and while we do not find just 


those words, we have the command that we are to add to our faith, . 


virtue, and knowledge, and Temperance; and that means Temper- 
ance in all things we do. The Word also says that one of the fruits 
of the Spirit is Temperance. Again we read, “‘Let your moderation 
be known to all men.” All these commands means temperance 
in all things. The Spirit Preaching used to say, “Without Temper- 
ance there is no Godliness.” I have read the small book by one 


-of our brethern, entitled, “The Temperate Life,” and consider it © 


' very good, especially so, because he shows so well the intemperance 
in eating, as well as in drinking, and is not so intemperate or 
unreasonable in his language against the use of tobacco. 


Years ago, a well posted man wrote that there was more in- 
temperance in this country, in the line of eating too much, than 
in drinking’ too much, and I cannot dispute it, because I do not 
know, and have no reason to doubt it. I think there are many 
women opposed to drinking intoxicating drinks, and who think it is 


an awful thing to offer a person a glass of wine or beer, who will 
prepare, and set before their company enough tempting dishes to 
tempt almost any man to,go beyond his need, not thinking that 
they have done anything but their duty, and shown their love. I 
have quite often noticed that those who visit their friends a week 
or more are just sick at the end of that time, the cause, no 


doubt, being overeating when not working. We are taught that ~ 


_Satan comes as an angel of light, to deceive and mislead us, and 


there have been many institutions, and movements, proporting io 


be from above, that were only from beneath. Some years ago a 
certain church organization, held a continued meeting very near 
to our church. One of our ministers said to me, ‘Why don’t they 


go and hold meetings among those who make no professions?” I ; 


said, ‘““The object, or purpose of that church is not to save souls, but 
to destroy them.” To be sure those people would have denied that 
statement, and perhaps did not know at all who was the real 


founder and leader of that body. But we can know that a church 
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‘Truth, Caan? be a soul saving thatiution. ows we want to notice c ; | ire 
Sie) ae Temperance movement, that has been in this. land for the last ay Fa 
25 or more years. It no doubt has done much good in this world 


_as far as this life is concerned, but is it and its teachings in harmony r i 
with the Truth, or opposed to the truth: If in Harmony with Truth, | 


it has done everlasting good. If not, it has been an angel of Light, 


to do apparent good, but real and everlasting harm. But when I i oy | 
show you that its teachings have been contrary to the Truth, many — a i 
will still say they believe it has done much good, and they can’t as 
see that it could do any harm. Let me add this, if it has been 


a soul saving institution, then it must have been a spiritual move- 
ment, and yet many of the champions and leaders of the movement 


-make no profession of being Christians, and the Word says that i 
the natural man does not partake of the things of the Spirit, and 


they are foolishness unto him. If we say that many of the leaders 
were professors, how many of them profess to be non-resistant; and 
what does our Leader, Menno Simon, say of those who are not 
non-resistant—as reprinted in a late issue of the Gospel Herald? 
He says they are not born again, and that means they are still the 


natural man. Jesus said; “What goes into a man’s mouth does not uo i 
defile a man,” but the Temperance people say, “Jesus, you are y 


surely mistaken, for to drink any intoxicating drinks, or to put that ( 
filthy tobacco in your mouth, is surely defiling and wrong.” The 
temperance movement says that the wine that Jesue made, and 


_ Paul writes of, was not intoxicating, but only grape juice; but the | 
Word itself proves that they speak of intoxicating wine, for they 
- said to Jesus of his wine, that it was thes good wine, and the 


command was given, “Be not drunk with wine, wherein is excess,” 


. or as it says in the German, “out of which would come disorderly 


things.” 


At Penticost, when the Apostles showed their superhuman power 
and acts, they were accused of being full of new wine. The Bible 


teaches, “cleanse yourselves from all filthiness of the flesh and 


spirit.” Temperance says, that means put away all drinking of 


strong drink and tobacco. I say that is a preverting of the Scrip- 


tures and teachings of error. That verse means practically the 
same as Col. 3-8, where it says, “Put off all these, anger, wrath, 
malice, blasphemy, filthy communication out of your mouth, etc.” 
Paul in writing of certain things, which includes things like tobacco — 
and strong drink as well as pork, etc., says he is persuaded that 
nothing is unclean of itself, but to him who esteemeth it unclean 
to him it is unclean. The Temperance movement says that the 
drink evil is sending so and so many souls to Hell every year. 
Is it true? I say no. The people may possibly get a Sanat figure 


Page 43 : 





tr TL A ee en i CO) Bete Ne Uh ik TO ad te ee rw NTA eat) a ea 

BUS RP ASS LO bags a aD Oe te rea ips aN pina” vs 2 

"a . Vic a t , : neni o ¥) 
eh \ at 7 {3 iv ape ANN » 
a To Wire ate 


of how mahy people die as drunkards every year, and :we. know’ that. 


the drunkard who dies without repentance.will go to 
hell, but know not how many would have been saved. The 
Temperance movement is only a reform movement, and the many 


souls it may have saved from drunkenness, it could only lead as 


far as to the moral standard, and not to the soul salvation standard. 
Again we see that people who have been rescued from evils, or 
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even taught this moral standard of safety by reformers, and lodges, 


are the very hardest to reach by the real soul rescuers. That is 
why Jesus said to some, “‘The publicans and the harlots go into 
the kingdom of Heaven before you.” At another place He said, 


“Ye compass seas and land to make Proselytes and when ye have 


made one he is twofold more the child of hell than yourselves are.” 


Years ago, some of our best preachers said that the moral man is 
doing more harm to Christianity than the infidel. 


The temperance cause also teaches that a man who uses tobacco, 


or drinks wine, is not fit for a preacher. (I don’t mean that ali, 
but some in the temperance line, teach this.) The Bible teaches 
different, but telling us he shall be one not given to much wine or as 
the German has it, not a wine drunkard. Still more could be given 
to show that the temperance movement and teaching is not in har- 
mony with the Truth, but teaches lies, and therefore we can see 
where it originated, and to where it leads its victims. But some 
may say, does not the Bible warn against strong drink and drunk- 
enness? And I say it certainly does, and sufficiently so for all 


~ who obey its teachings, and we need no other man made teachings 


to help oué the deficiency. But nowhere, that I know of, does the 
Bible teach that we should not taste any strong drink in order to 
be safe against ever becoming a drunkard. The fact is, the temper- 
ance movement is not what it is called:~(for temperance is Bible 


_ and right,) but it is a totalism, just in line with the false teaching, 


eondemned in Col., 2nd chapter. Some may think I am just trying 


A 


to defend the drink and tobacco because I use or like it, but I am 


glad that I can prove that I have never used tobacco, nor made 


any habit of drinking, and I claim there is nothing good, or com- 
mendable, or advisable in using tobacco, nor is it needful for all 
to use wine, as it was for Timothy and for some nowadays. I say 
it is our privilege to let it alone. But I have known more than one 
person who had been advised by doctors to drink beer for their 
health, and it seemed to do them good, and I have a brother-in-law 
who did not use tobacco till just the last years; after a long sickness 
the effects of which he could not get rid of, the doctor advised him 
to smoke and it seemed to do him good. But I say, those who 
drink coffee, just for the taste, or satisfaction, would have no room 
to condemn the use of tobacco for the same purpose. I do not use 
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- coffee ettnen: ioe. of the best ministers I Hae known in ‘the ee te sy 
| have bavised our young people never to. begin the use of tobacco, 4 es 
and many have heeded the advice, and it certainly is not wise for 


young people to form a habit that they know others have formed, ; 7 
and later on wished they had not, some even saying they would 


give $1000, if they had never begun it. If people could quit using 


tobacco as easy as they began it, many more would quit than do so, 
put some who have quit, claim that anybody can quit if he will, or 
if the: will be strong enough. 


Now some may ask, what harm has that temperance movement 


done? I have already alluded to this fact, that it has taught _ 


erroneous doctrines, and made men believe they are good enough to 


go to heaven if they don’t drink strong drink or use tobacco. In | 


fact, they have believed in being saved by works, instead of by 
grace through faith. No doubt it has caused less drunkenness, and 
better morals, and saved women and children much suffering, but 
the loss of one soul in hell will be still more suffering than all this 
earthly suffering combined. Then too, this movement has caused 
true christian people to believe the untruths, and to join hands 


with the unbelievers to take the iron hand of the law, and force, 


to compel people to do the right, while Paul tells us, “What have 


I to do to judge them that are without.” At another place he says, — 


“the weapons of our warfare are not carnal.” Some may speak of 
Paul’s teaching, “It is better not to eat flesh, or drink any wine, or 
anything whereby thy brother stumbleth, or is offended or made 
weak.” This is a deep subject and one generally not rightly 
understood, and one I had to study a long time before I could — 


see it clearly, and one which I never heard clearly explained. I do | 
not expect to be able to make it clear to most people. To get it 


clear we need to study the 8th, 9th and 10th chapters of Ist Cor., 
which is a lengthy explanation on this subject. First, I will ask, 
why did Christ drink wine when some were offended at him in this, 
and called him a wine bibber? Why did he heal on the Sabbath 
day, and not wait till the next day to avoid the offense and thus 
give them no occasion to call him a Sabbath breaker? I think it 
was because He did only what was right in this, and by it also 
taught them that which was right, and perhaps also wanted to give 
those who wanted an excuse to be offended, something to find fault — 
with. Again, why did Paul refuse to have Titus, his co-worker 
__circumcised, when he knew that some were offended at this? Was 
it not because it was only a false teaching that said it was needful 
to be circumcised and they had been well taught and should have | 
known that truth? Here where Paul is teaching about giving 
offense, he knew there were some Christians that had lately come 


over from heathen idolatry, and now were still weak. And if those | 


who had the knowledge that the meat and wine offered for sale at ~ 
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_ the idol’s temple was just the same as any other would go there 
and eat it, those who would see them might think they were taking 

~ part in idol worship. They would think if that was right, what does — 
their leaving idolatry and coming to Christianity amount to? Ms 
They would think they might as well go back and eat there too, 
and fall back into idolatry, as they could not understand that the 
eating here was not taking part in the idol worship. The lesson I 
get is this: Not to eat meat for fear of offending nowadays does 
not mean if some brother has been mislead by the heresay that it 
is wrong to eat pork, that I shall abstain from pork to avoid offend- 
ing. that brother, yea, rather in so doing I would perhaps injure 
hat brother because my works would give assent to his deceived 
notion, and strengthen this idea. The same way with drinking 
wine or beer, when some have been told and made believe it is 
wrong to taste it. But we would not offend anyone by doing any- 
thing that will lead another to do something that is actually 
wrong. 


Another evil, or harm, that the temperance movement has taught 
that I have not mentioned, is the perverted teaching that has been 
brought>»into our churches, that it is wrong to use intoxicating wine 
at the Communion. This puts us under the law about the same 
as if we said we must baptize just so or so, it does not count. 
Besides this, the fermented wine, instead of being filthy, or im- 
pure, as some would claim, is purer and more powerful, and better 
represents the blood of Christ, than the grape juice does. We 
should know that perverse teaching always does harm, whether we 
can see it or not, and it is Satan’s business to magnify the good in 
it and hide the harm, and that is how he come as an “Angel of 
Light.” 
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ONCE SAVED, NEVER LOST 


Once born again and saved you will never be lost. This is a 
perverse and dangerous doctrine that some churches hold to, as 
a part of their creed, that has also gained some footing among 


some of our people. There has been some good teaching against 


this doctrine in our church paper the past years, and therefore 
I will not take so much space to show the erroneousness of this 


- doctrine. It is true a few verses may be found that seem to 


harmonize with this, or rather teach it, but I have said, where 
there is one verse that teaches this doctrine, there are twenty 
verses that show the opposite. I think I would even be safe in 
saying there are a hundred verses showing this not to be true. 
Too many times we lost sight of the plain fact that the Letter of 
the Word is contradictory int: many places, and that so many false 
doctrines can be set up by simply taking a few verses here and 
there. Let us notice some of the Word of God which is our 
only guage to measure and judge by. Christ said, si say unto all | 
watch.” This doctrine says virtually (not in words), “There is no 
use in you (Christ) telling us that for if we are truly born again, 


we will watch and do God’s will and we will never be lost.” Paull 
tells us of some who had made shipwreck concerning the faith. 
This doctrine says, “Paul, you are mistaken. These people never 
did have the true faith else they would have remained true. Paul. 


tells us, “I keep under my body lest after having preached to 


others I myself should be a castaway. ” This doctrine Says, Paul, 
you need not be the least afraid of ever being lost, for you were 
wonderfully saved and God can hold you, and no man can pluck 
you out of the Father’s hand. Paul’s reply would be like this: 
“I know that no power on earth or in hell can pluck me out of — 
His hand, and I am persuaded that neither life nor death, nor 
anything is able to separate me from the Love of God which is in © 
Christ Jesus, but I know also, that God is no respecter of persons 


and that if I do not deny myself, and bear the cross daily, but yield _ 


up my members again as instruments of unrighteousness, and sow 
to the flesh, or walk after the flesh, I shall lose God’s protection, 
and must reap of the flesh destruction.” The apostle to the 
Hebrews says if we have attained to a certain stage of spiritual 
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- EDUCATION. 


Education is not an evil, but it is a good thing. If I did not 
have an education, I could not read the Bible and other good books 
and could not write this, and if you: had no education you could 
not read it. But when I was a boy, a certain Bishop sometimes 


told us that it was the good things and not the bad things that. 


- get us into trouble. Money is a good thing, and almost indespensable 
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to our well being, yet too much money will spoil most anybody, 
and ruins many. The same way with Education. Paul tells us 
that those who want to get rich, fall into Temptations that drown 
men into perdition. Education is ‘riches just the same as money or 
land or stock are riches. It is said that knowledge s power and 
I think the Bible will bear out that idea, and the same way we 


may say, money is power, and that is one reason why we so much . 


desire money and education. We are by nature highminded, and 


we want power, and we want privileges, etc., etc. True it is in 
a general way, the more money or education we have, the more 
good we can do with it, as long as we have it for that purpose. 
But as a rule, people don’t get very much money till they want 


_ still more, and till they are partly spoiled for doing the most good 
-with that which they have. The same with education. Why does 


James say that God has chosen the poor of this world? I say it 
is because God has cast out of Heaven that pride and he cannot 
use any of the proud. The rich, and those wanting to get rich, 
are so proud that they cannot remain “Poor in Spirit” and be 
of the. blessed ones. A man who does not want to be rich is not 
likely to become rich, for he certainly does not need to keep more 
than he wants. But it is not only as to too much riches that I 
object to so much education, but also because in all high schools 
and colleges, there are things taught, by example and otherwise, 
that are very harmful to our young people. Another harmful fea- 
ture that I noticed has been planted in our people by the “Education 
Movement” is that when preachers and teachers are wanted for 
the church we look more to their education for their fitness, than 


to the God given talents in that direction. Some years ago a man — 


said to me that he thought we ought to give to our children the best 
education that we could give them. I said, yes, I believe that too, 
but I thought we should consider also for the life to come. He 
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OUR SINGING 


A Plea For Simplicity. 


Some may think singing is alright no matter how it is done, as 
we are commended to sing and have example of the apostles 
singing, too. But I think we can be worldly and depart from the 
true simplicity in our singing, as well as in other things, _ and 
some of the pleas made for simplicity in that tract on the musical 
instruments, will also fit as a plea for simple singing. For instance, 
“Simple praises, sincere hymns to Christ, the King. * * Let. 
us chant together with simplicity.” “Melody is sacrificed to an 
exuberant harmony that requires many different kinds of voices, 
etc., by which the simplicity of the Christian worship is destroyed.” 
Another passage ‘says, “Shall we sacrifice simplicity upon the altar 


of worldly popularity and turn from the great work of saving 
men to entertaining them?” Why is it that we turn from old 
time ways of congregational singing to solo and quartette singing? 
Not long ago one of our evangelists was holding meetings at a certain 
place where they had singing which he told them did not go any 
higher than the ceiling, and I doubt not it was true. But it is to 


‘be feared that much of (not the, but our,) singing is not just idle 


or vain, but a kind of mockery, and possibly God looks at it much 
the same as he did the singing of the children of Israel around 


the golden calf. Singing that worships and praises God in spirit 


and truth, and edifies man, need not be in four parts, and needs 
no greater exactness in the music, therefore we conclude when we 
begin to need these things we are looking to what pleases the 
ear of man more than what pleases our God. Long ago I heard it 
said that some of our songs were more suitable for the dance, than 
for the worship of God. One thing of late has brought this forcibly 
to my mind. Some who were away on a visit heard a song, or 
possibly we should call it a hymn, (as it was sung at a religious 
meeting.) When I heard it, it always put me in mind of a tune 
I heard at a negro dance many years ago. I did not go to that 
dance nor to any other, any time, but I happened to be sleeping 
in a boarding house that was near enough to a hall where the 
dance was held and the weather was warm and the windows wide 
open so I could easily hear ‘it. By nature like many others, I 


like good music, and especially good singing, but that does not 


‘ Page 51 


| are Sealy | ‘about as Elicia as” 
wo plso. ie them because Tee have no 


| ee aenbol, Ane we would: be likey to ead our young. oeenie 
‘f as we were led when we were young, from one step to aHOMn ST 
ish little by little, to perverted ideas. of singing and its. needs, till ‘we 
a would turn from the simple singing suitable to worship, to the — 
ts : singing needed for entertaining and interesting people. For ‘these 
Nis reasons I like one part singing, even better than. the many part. 
Se music for church or religious meetings although I do not say ‘at is 
‘wrong: to sing parts, and re would not try rat persuade anyone fp: 
sing the ‘soprano only, if he can’t, but. Te believe that most of our 
v people can sing that well enough, and a unison of voice with 
es: unison of. words and by a people that are together as one heart 
Me Lee soul, ete with grace in the heart to the Lord, is er: 








CHURCH RULES 


I believe in church rules. 
I believe in church discipline. 


These two do not mean exactly the same thing. yet they are © 
closely related or mean something nearly the same. We may have 
good discipline in a home, or school, or church, and yet have only 


a few rules, and on the other hand there may be many rules and 


very poor discipline. The fact is, I believe it will not do to allow 
every one to do what is right, or seems good, in their own eyes, 
We may be wanting to do only what is right and at the same time 


be deceived by erroneous teaching so that we may think it our 
Christian duty to do a thing which is really wrong. 


For instance I may be writing a tract or book, and think and 
feel sure I am doing only God’s will, and putting my talents to use 
as God requires, and yet if that writing does not teach the truth, . 
but teaches perverse doctrines, then I surely am mistaken. Many 
a one has fallen into that error, and any of us who think they 
would never be deceived in that way, should beware, for they may 


f be at that point before they realize it. On the other hand, I believe 


also that a church which depends entirely on its rules of order 
to keep in the right and be true, will fail. It is as I have heard 
it said, that we can’t build a fence so high that no one can crawl 
over it. But that did not mean we would not have a fence, for 
some people who never try to get over the fence are glad to 
see it, so they know better where the line of safety is. I have - 
also heard it truly said that if a church would live up to the 
rules or “Ordnung” of the Bible, it would be the lowest church 
we ever saw. You know we talk of low and high churches in 
accordance as they dress. The churches ought all.to be high in 


‘spirituality and low in mind, or heart, and dress as the Bible 


requires. When we speak of “Ordnung”, in German, it expresses 
better what I mean than to say rules, and I know of no word in 
the English that exactly takes its place. Now we say a church 
without rules or regulations, or discipline, or in other words, one ~ 
which allows everybody to do what is right in their own eyes, 


cannot remain a true or live church, because it is not in Bible 
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cae “The Elders ‘that ue en oh Orne howe. ‘ruli | 
Ci the unruly.” How can there be any ‘unruly if ‘every one does” ek 
| he pleases? I think it has heen the practice of most. of our: people 


P 





for many years, ‘(perhaps from the time of the ‘martyrs) to com- 
mission our elders to rule or govern, by the council of the church, 
and I believe it is right too. For we read that they shall. sth. 
rule as “Lords over God’s heritage, ” and that we shall “tell it. 
unto the church, ” and “if he will not hear the church.” ‘Again 
we read, “All of you be subject one to another. ” ‘This shows that 
ating by the council of the church has foundation in God’s word. 


An old Bishop once said to a few of us, “There is a Gottes Ordnung mer 


and Gemeinde Ordnung.” In English this would be God’s Rules. 
and the church’s rules. To illustrate it he said the Lord’s ruie 
was that woman shall cover her head, and the church says, or 
rules, as to what or how that covering shall be. And this same 
idea can be carried still farther to show how rules are needed. The 
word says, “Be not conformed to ‘this world.” All do not ‘under- 
‘stand aiike what is, and: what is not, conforming to this world, 


so the church rules and decides. The word says, “He that does 


99 


not forsake all cannot be my disciple.” The churca may need 
to dictate to some as to what must be forsaken and what not. 
Some things are so plain that all can see which is right, and which 
wrong, and we need no ruling about it. Other things are not so 
plain, and some cannot see “learly in the matter, and again some 
things may come up that puzzle the whole church to know what 
is the right course to take. The principles of right ias laid down 
in God’s word never change, but church rules need to be made to 
suit the times, circumstances, people, ‘ete. Let is illustrate this 
with what has taken place in times past. The principle of God’s 
word or rule, that never changes, says I am not to conform to 
this world but be transformed by the renewing of my mind. That 


principle teaches if I want to be like the world or have something 


because the world has it, then it is wrong. Long ago there was a 


time when our Amish brethren had no suspenders, and perhaps, 
_(I Know not), the world’s people had just lately begun to use them. 


At any rate some of our people wanted them too, and the church - 
rule said it was not allowed, because of conforming to the world. 
Now in our time, it happened to become fashionable in the world 
for the men to go without the suspenders. Some of our young 
people wanted to go without the suspenders too, and we had to 
make a ruling that such was not allowed, for nothing could have . 
been more for style and world conforming. If we: allow some to do 
it, the rest are liakle to follow suit and great harm may result. 
Yet while this was the rule for the young man, the old. brethern 
who never did wear suspenders could: go. on in last! Way and © 
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were not. transgressing the rule at all, for the rule meant in 


reality, that those who wanted to do without just for style’s sake, 
(and that meant all the young ‘people who had been wearing them, 
and now wanted to quit), were not allowed to do so. I once saw a 
young man belonging to what we call a low church, wearing a shirt | 
with the sleeves to the elbow only. Whit did it show? World 
conformity as plain as day. Perhaps the church had not ruled 
against it, and the boy may have thought as long as the church 
allowed it, there was no wrong in it. In fact, if such things are 
allowed, the church is, or may be, as much to blame as the boy. 
If my boy should wear that and I would allow it would I not be 
to blame? If I did all I could to prevent it, I might be free. 
I don’t make a rule in the home unless I think there is a need 
of it. I don’t have a rule that my boys shall not go to dances, 
because I do not see any need or use in it now. But if I see it is 
needful, then I want the rule, and if I let my boy or girl do 
things that are wrong, I show that I either don’t care, or else 
can’t control them. If I live in a community where the church al- 


iows things that I think are wrong, I may never be able to keep my 
ahildren from those, things, as the sentiment is against me and the 
influence of others on the children may be stronger than my power 
over them. It is really no wonder that the Spirit Preaching said we 
should look well to the welfare of our children, for if we are not 
careful, the first thing we know the world will get them, and next 
the devil will get them. He also said quite often that parents help 


- their children to destruction and the children lead or help the parents 
- to ruin. While we do not read these words in the Bible, we can see 
that these things are true, and being done in different ways. Now 


while it is true that the Bible is the rule, and also true that we 
may say the 18 articles belonging to our rule or creed, yet we need 
still more rules at times, to guard against evils that are not ~ 
plainly “condemned, and also to show forth our creed or confession 
of what we believe, in things about which Christion professors 
differ so much. But now do not understand me to say that church 


‘rules are the main, or most important things that we can have 


to keep the church pure, for I do not know of anything that can 
take the place of the right kind of preaching and teaching that 
goes to the hearts and produces that feeling that causes man to 
say, “Men and brethren, what shall we do?” Or, as we might 
say, creates such fear of God, and such love toward Him, that 
man is altogether willing to follow the teaching of right, as best he 
can. I also believe we would be taught that if we obey the church 
only because we must, we are not on safe ground. When the 
church asks us to walk after a rule that we can’t see any need 
of, we can still show and exercise our love toward the brethren in 
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church, or committed other wrongs so that it was needful to talk 


to) them, it was considered the desoonts' work or place to go fs Ree 


ae eh enemy, Or else in some cases the bishop’s place, and the deacon 


had sufficient scripture ground to make ‘this a good and proper 
‘rule. We read in the Acts concerning the deacons, that they were 
to look after the needs of the poor. But it also says that it was 





to serve tables, and this work of helping some over difficulties 
might also be classed with serving tables, as well as furnishing 
other material help. Again we know that ‘the bishops are the 
van in rulers, and by the teachings of the word on the qualifications of 
bishops and deacons, we can see that the deacons are in a way 
assistants or helpers to the bishops. Years ago and perhaps now, 
in places when deacons were given their charge, they were set as 
watchmen over the teaching of the word, to be careful that nothing 





i but the pure and sound doctrines be taught, and while I don‘t know | 
Lh Aah any scripture to show this to be proper, I cannot show by the Bible 


' that there is a wrong in it. I once heard a good and well posted 
brother say he believed that this was a doctrine that had been 


handed down to us by tradition, which is quite possible. Now in the | 


_ past 30 or more years this rule of work in church government has 
been changing, and the people have been taught that it is every 





the example of other churches, who do not believe at all as we 
do; and it was so that some preachers claimed it was all right to 


could do just as we liked about them. 


4 


be overtaken in a fault, ye that are spiritual restore such an one, 


_of.the poor, or the governing of the church,” ” a very misleading and 


& 
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HERS ue _ AS neaely: as I have en it: has been t the rule in A churches ht 
“trom long ago that when members iceneyed the rules of the : 


would also have a right to take a lay member along, or in some. 
cases he might see best to send a lay member. I also believe they — 


not meet, or proper, for them (the preachers) to leave their work > 


brother’s duty to see after the erring ones and correct them. 
In some churches members were chosen as visiting brothers, after 


have deacons if we wanted them, or particularly needed them, but we 


I know a good many may say that ae word says if a brother fy 


and that this means us all, and I say this means us all collectively, | 
rather than individually. The spiritual church, in accordance with d 
God’s order, should restore such an one, and not every brother be - 
_ judge of himself, as to whether or not he is spiritual enough to. 
try to restore him. God is not the author of confusion, but of 
. order, and I call this doctrine, of “every one seeing after the needs - 


harmful doctrine. I see that it is no wonder that the Spirit — 
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CHOOSING MINISTERS 


In this subject I include the choosing of bishops and deacons, 


In the first place I will tell you that I believe in choosing by the 
lot, and then explain why. Back in the time of Moses and Joshua, 
when the Lord talked to the leaders in a plain way, we see that 
one man had fallen into a great sin. The Lord told Joshua about 
it, and what should be done, but did not say who the man was, so 
Joshua had to cast lots to find him. We may wonder why the . 
Lord did not tell Joshua who it was, and be done with it. I will 
give you my opinion of this. If the Lord had told Joshua, some 


might have said, “I don’t believe he is the one,” but this way all 


could see who it was, without any mistake, and no one could 


blame Joshua. Later on we see that the land was divided to the 


tribes by lot, and still later on where Jonah was found as the 


' transgressor by lot, and other times when the lot was used. Then 


we come down to the New Testament. Here we see what and how 
it was done, when the first man was chosen by men, as we read 
it in Acts 1. We see that the first step was to tell these people, 
that in accordance to the Scriptures or will of God, they needed 
to, or must, ordain a man to take the vacant place. In the second 
place, Peter told the believers just what qualifications this man 
must have, viz: He must be one who had been with them and Jesus, 
all the time of Christ’s ministry. This being said, they appointed 


two men, that is, they named two who had these qualities (and this 


was the same as taking the votes.) Now as only the one was 
needed, they cast lots, to learn which the Lord had chosen, first 
praying that He who knew all things, and could see into the hearts, 
(as man could not), should decide the question. Then we come 
to the second instance of man choosing deacons, in Acts, 6th 
chapter, and here we find only the words, “Look ye out seven men.” 
(Seven means a complete number and iets would mean men. 
enough to fill all vacancies.) 


Then again the words, “Any they chose,” and here I understand 
that the same way was taken for selecting as was done in Acts 1, 
as no other way is described, and the one used the first time was 


familiar to them. I know some claim that here they chose them 


by votes only, but they can’t prove that by the reading. The read- 


_ing does not deny the fact that they cast lots but as no other way 
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i are are in. the New Testament, I belit 
Rae ae ey same “way was “used and later on also. Paul writes at Jength | 
ey a about the qualifications of the different officers but not one word — 

as to how they are to be chosen, ‘and no doubt this is so, because | a 
these people knew how this had been done, and should be done, and ul 
as it was already described so plainly in one place there was no 


need for repeating it. I know. some claim that this casting of lots, val 


in Acts 1, meant only giving their votes, but it does not fit, or 


harmonize to take it that way. ‘They prayed that God who could see on ih 


into the heart, should decide this, and if that meant that God 


should give it into each heart, who to vote for there would 


ey ' have been no need of first telling them what kind of a man to take, Nee 





or of appointing the two. Now we go on farther to Acts 13, we a 


see again another thing that was done in choosing, that. 1S they e 


fasted and prayed, and in Chapter 1 they had also been praying 
and perhaps (almost without doubt) fasting. Here again we have 
‘the words that the Holy Ghost said, who was to doa certain 
work, and we believe this is only another way to say they chose by . 
the leadings of the Holy Ghost, these two men. I doubt not they — 


~ chose them just as the one we read of in Acts 1. And I think — ee 


whenever we, in a right way, choose a man to such an office, we 
dare say the Holy Ghost has said, put this man into that place, of: 
work. Now we want to notice one other scripture that bears 
out gate idea of: choosing by lot: Paul says that in the last times, 


when people are falling- away, they will not hear the Truth, bub 


heap to themselves teachers, having itching ears—another way of 


saying that the people will choose their teachers, whom they would at 


Ba atlas to have, or such as they will preach to suit them. What 
is doing this any better or nearer than just the choosing by the 





Highest vote, or if we take two or three having the highest votes, a ee 
and cast lots between them? We still do the same thing as far as” 


he letting the Lord make the choice is concerned. The church really 





: gets whom they would like to have. So I claim this, choosing by — a ee 
% vote is not only man taking his own way, contrary to scripture 


Christian people would be and do in the last days. Let me add 
here that I believe when people have honestly done the best they 


teaching, but it is also fulfillment of the prophecy of how the — anes 





know in this matter, even if they have not understood the — | 


ae most scriptural way, and taken it, the Lord could still bless their 
‘ - work and give them the right man. On the other hand if people 





Be - take God’s way; and cast lots, God may give them a man to punish 


where there are no grounds, or cause, for casting lots. I was pres- _ 
ent one time where a minister was chosen and it was said the 





are not honest and true, and depart from, God, even though they ah ca 








4g them, or try them. I will also add that I believe there are cases 
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one received all the votes. I Ne heard a very told man, n, who 


belonged to the old order of Amish, say that he had been at a 
place where a minister was chosen, who was his son, and had all 
the votes. He said he did not like to vote for his son, but he 
knew he was to be the man and did not know any other way to do 
the right thing. | 


_ Now suppose this man had been like some are, and he and his 
wife, in order to spare the son or for any other reason, would 
have seen fit to vote for some one else, and this person would have 
received these two votes, I would not consider the two votes to count 
anything. Or suppose one man would get all the votes of the older 
people and just a few votes were cast for some man by such as 
did not understand, or such as would like to have more liberties, 
etc.? I do not think it would be right to count.these votes.. The 
votes are purposely taken openly (not by tickets) so that the leader 


can tell each vote and who has given it. I know of a case: where 
a man had been put in the lot by the vote of a young girl, who 
knew but a few people in that congregation, but knew this man, and 
perhaps was a friend of his, and this man was hit, but never could 
preach and was released again. Another reason why the votes should 


be taken openly, is that if after the needed qualifications have been 


_ plainly told, and some don’t understand them, and want to vote for 
someone whom the leader knows is not qualified, he should refuse 
to accept that vote and tell them why; and give them a chance to vote 
for another one. Perhaps this is not generally done but I know it 
has been done, and I have heard other ministers say they think it 
should be done in that case. The Bible establishes the fact that 
only 2 or 3 votes are needed to show that a brother’ can be taken 
into the lot and we have no right to make that line somewhere else. 
But the question that most brethren would differ on is this: 


Should a brother, who has votes (I mean votes that count and 


not such as mentioned that I think should not count), and whom we 
are not sure of being fully qualified, but are also not sure of his 
being disqualified, be taken into the lot with those whom we think 
are better qualified. I believe quite a few will say, do not take. 
such into the lot. But my opinion is that we have no right to 
reject anyone unless we are sure, or feel satisfied, that he is not 
qualified for the place. We are not tempting God when we give 
- Him the benefit of the doubt. Another question: Should those 
_ voted for be examined before casting lots? Some will say, yes, 
every time, and that the Bible says, “Let these also be proved. 
first.” But I say no, not generally, as this Scripture simply means 
we should know who we are voting for, and know that their life 
has proven them true and qualified. Even if the leader is not well 


acquainted with these, it is taken if two or three honest votes are | 
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cast for one, he hag proven tameer to he qualified, and in case ee 
: might not be by something that has been hid from our eyes, God 


shall reject him for that, and not man. Now another point: An 
old Bishop told me that it has been their custom to always tell 


the church about six months ahead when they want to choose a 


minister, and I have been told that the Spirit Preaching has told 
us to do this way is Godly. We see in Paul’s teaching that he 
says, “Lay hands suddenly on no man” which I think fits here, and 


I fear here is one point we have neglected too much.,I believe this _ ei 
means in a general way, and would not interfere with choosing — 


one sooner in case of urgent need. The Bible will bear out the 
fact that every church needs a Bishop, and to be armed for work | 
and welfare, also a minister and deacon, and many of our Churches © 
are losing ground because they are slack in supplying these. 


Another matter we want to notice briefly is the needed qualifica- 
tions. We can read them, but it seems we get them mixed up 
sometimes, and lose sight of some. You may think the Bible 
contains many verses on this subject, but it does not. The prin-_ 
cipal part of it is’all given in about 15 or 16 verses. In the Acts 


we have three conditions given, (and while there applied to the | 


deacons it would also apply to the others,) viz: Full of faith, 


meaning sound in the faith, and having a faith that works. 


Second, full of wisdom, meaning one that is wise. Some think 
God will give a bishop much wisdom, because he is the bishop, 
but I say God would have us choose those for bishops to whom 


He has already given much wisdom; and in whom this wisdom — 


is manifest in their every day affairs as well as in their knowledge 


of God’s word and will. Third, full of the Holy Ghost. It was Ne 


said of them in the pentecostal times, that they were all filled with | 


the Holy Ghost, \but there were more filled than others, and © 


some were full of the Spirit, yet not full of wisdom. Stephen was 
full of faith and that gave him boldness and power. ‘Then we > 
come to 2nd Tim. 2:2, and we find two qualities mentioned that 
apply directly to the preacher, and these are: First, faithful, which 


includes a great deal. ‘Second, “Able to teach others.” A man | 


might be wise and full of the Spirit, and yet not have the gift 
of teaching others. Then we come to another chapter in Tim. and 
one in Titius and here find a few more things mentioned, some of 
which, such as the gift of governing, or ruling their own house, 


apply to the bishops and deacons, and two more, viz: Blameless and > 


“not a novice,” which I believe apply to ministers also. These two 


| ’ qualities are quite differently understood, and I will give you my 


well satisfied notion or view of their meanings. Blameless, I think, 
means one having no bad spot on their reputation as a Christian. 


While blameless may be taken to mean leading a good moral life, __ 
I think it does not mean that here, from the fact that the other | 
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qualifications given already show that his life is now blameless, a 
and I think we find a good lesson on this in the Old Testament 
from the history of David. He was a good and faithful man, a | 
man after God’s heart and he wanted to build the house of God, 
but God did not permit it, because of the blot or blame on his 
reputation, as a man who had shed much blood and committed 
a deed that he himself pronounced worthy of the death penalty. 
To illustrate further, suppose there is a Christian in the church 
who falls into such a sin of idolatry, or murder, or fornication, 
' that he must be expelled from the church. Although he repents, 
is again received, and is faithful in life, yet the blot remains, © 
and what does the world say and think of the church having this 


man as a minister? I believe God would show us, that this office - 
is too sacred to give it to such a member. Some also claim that 
a member thus once yielding to Satan, is weakened, and will not 
be as strong as though he had never yielded. David could help 
to build God’s house but could not be the leader in the building 
of it. Some may refer us to Peter and his fall, but I would 
not think that this was such a fall as I had mentioned or as David 


~ had made. It was more like being overtaken in a fault, and even 


the apostles were told they would all be offended because of’ 
Flim. «| | 


What does novice mean? Most people say one newly or lately 
come to the faith. Suppose we take this to be right. How long 
would lately mean? Does it mean six months or a year, or two 
years? Perhaps some will say we can’t just set a time, it depends 
on the person. Some may be more established in the faith at 
six months than others in six years. But then, who is to be the 
judge, or tell who has been in the church long enough? I under- 
stand Paul’s writing to show that he went to preaching very soon 
after his conversion. Now Paul says, not a novice lest being lifted 
up with pride he fall into the condemnation of the devil. I 
believe this tendency to pride does not depend so much on how 
long a man has been converted as it does on how old he is, and as 
the priests had to be 30 years old before they could enter that 
office, I believe Panl meant the same thing here; that is, that 
they who are less than the 30 are still novice, and not matured 
enough to take this office. If Jesus with all his great powers, 
and his short life before him, could afford to wait until he was 
30 years of age to begin his ministry, where is the man of whom 
we would say that he is too gifted to allow him to be inactive 
in that work until he is 30? | 


Who has the more important and ‘more responsible position, 
the minister of the Gospel, or the President of the United States? 
I say the former, yet the latter. cannot serve before he is 35 years 
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THE REVIVALS 


It was about 30 years ago when we had the first continued’ 


meetings in our neighborhood. Now there is nothing wrong in 
having continued meetings or in having meetings in the evening, 
but still taking it as a whole, I do not have faith to believe that. 
our revivals in a general way, were for the best good of our 
churches. I have thought, though, all along for years, that one 
thing we should learn from, and though the Spirit. Preaching, 
that we had for 33 years, (for 30 or more years twice a week 
without a miss,) and always in the evening, was this, that we do 
not have as much or as frequent preaching as we need, and that 
evening meeting is good and all right, as well as day meeting. 


But we need not look to other churches to see how to do in this. 


We can go back to Menno Simon and find it in the history, (in 
that late Menno Simon book,) that they had preaching twice a 
week there. It does not look well or consistent to me for us to 
say what we think of salaried ministers, and this, that and the 
other thing that we condemn in other churches, and then turn 
around and look to them for light on how best to carry on the 
Lord’s work. 


The meeting or preaching service is not only for teaching the 
word or instruction but also for feeding the inner man, by ad- 
monitions, warnings, etc., and should be often enough, and regular 
enough, to keep the members in a healthy and growing condition. 
Having meetings every. two weeks, and then once a year a two- 
weeks’ meeting, is too much like eating one meal a day most of 
the time, and then to make up for it, eating almost constantly 
for some days. To have the meetings I have mentioned would 
make about forty meetings in a year, and to have a meeting every 
Sunday, (and we should by all means not have less,) would be to 
have 52 meetings a year. . When I consider how our people did 
in Menno Simon’s time, and how the “Spirit Preaching” was 
given, where God alone had control of how often to. preach, 
and also the perilous times we are in, and that the Apostle tells 


us to assemble “so much the more as we see the day approaching,” 


I think it would be better for us to have meetings At least three 
timés every two weeks or 75 times a year, and twice a-week 
I could not say a word against, for I have seen results of having 
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twice a week meetings, and also of having every two weeks 


meetings. Not long ago there was an article in the Herald on 
Revivals, and that revival we read of in Nehemiah 8th. It was 
good, but I think most of that fits quite well to our regular 
meetings. Such as reading the law in such a. wey that the 
people may understand it, and making the meeting of some 


length, and not just a- 40 minute sermon. That they kept this 


up day after day, we think should be considered in the light of 
the fact that these people had just returned from the captivity, 
where they did not have the privilege to assemble in this way. 


And also consider that they had been commended to keep three 
yearly feasts, of some duration, which things were part of aS 
law, which was a shadow of good things to come. 


I have heard one of our leading ren calists say, Many years ago, 
that one trouble with revivals was that every year it takes more 
meetings to get up an interest. I have heard other ministers find 
fault with the revivals, saying they produce converts that soon 
fall back again, and that they get converts that are too young in 
years. But here we would add that the revival need not be blamed 
so much for geeeting those who soon fall back, as the lack of 
continued regular meetings, that produce continued interest, and 
spiritual growth. But if the object of the revivals is what some, 
think, then it is to produce many converts and afterwards pay 
not much attention to their welfare, so as to have them go back 
and be lost and at the same time have them thinking they are 
saved. Again the fact of getting some converts too young depends 
much on the teaching. Children may be taught and led into the 


‘church quite young, at 6 or 8 years perhaps, if we want to, and 


think that is the right thing. But if we teach children that they 
are saved and should: be obedient and learn to pray and read the 
Bible, and that they need not become members until they can 
understand what the church and its ordinances mean, and what 
they are for, they will not come so young for baptism, but will 
still be good, obedient children. I have told some this doctrine 
quite a number of years ago, but only recently have I seen the 
first article in the church paper by a noted writer and worker that 
gave some expression on this idea. I have thought like this, Jesus 
was 12 years old when he was with the men in the Temple. The 
Temple was a type of the church. The children of Israel had to 
be 20 years old. to be counted as soldiers. The smartest and 
best taught of our young people may not be old enough to know 
and believe as they should for church membership till they are 
12 years old. The dullest and least taught may not be old enough 
until, they are 20. In conclusion I have this to say, I think a 
church having the regular meetings, as they should have, need 
not have revivals, and as far as I have seen and noticed, the 
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THE MEETING HOUSE 

Why do many churches build large, fine, costly meeting houses, 
some with high steeples, etc.? Because people have been taught 
and made to think that the meeting house is something much 
like the Temple of Solomon which was so large and fine. Jésus 
said of that Temple, “My house shall be called a house of prayer, 
and ye have made it a den of thieves.” Why do the churches hold 
dedicatory services, to dedicate these church houses when they 
are finished? Simply because the Temple was also dedicated. 
Now if our meeting houses are to take the place that the Temple 
occupied, we are surely missing it far that we do not put on a lot 
of ornamenting with gold ‘and purple and fine linen, and carved 
work, etc. But I say No, No. That Temple Wwith all its 
fixtures, and beautiful things, was one of those things that 


Paul says were a shadow of goods things to come, and by the 
word we are taught, what is now that of which this Temple was 
a shadow. We read, “Ye are the Temple of the living god.” 
“T will dwell in them and walk in them.” As that Temple was 
God’s dwelling place and the place where God would meet his 


' people, so is now the church, (God’s people, not the meeting house) 


(a spiritual house, the apostle says) the place where God 
meets his people, and the place where God would have his people 
come to serve him acceptably. All the gold and fancy things of 
that Temple were a shadow, or figure of the spiritual beauty and 
preciousness of the church in this dispensation. Christ gave himself 
for his church, or Temple, that he might cleanse and purify it, | 
so that it should be a “glorious church having neither spot, nor 


wrinkle.” It is to be feared that many Christians do not know 


and realize how holy and pure and perfect, all Christians are — 
in their standing towards God, in Christ, because Christ, in all his 
perfection, has taken their place, paid for all their sins, and 
imperfections, and washed-them whiter than snow. “The blood of 
Jesus Christ cleanses us from all sin. “Ye are complete in Him.” 
“He who knew no sin, was made sin for us, that we might be 
made the righteousness of God in Him.” All praise be to the 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, for this wonderful and precious, 
beyond our comprehension, plan of salvation. We are in a time 
now when those who worship God must pray to him in spirit and 
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8 ye prayer, Aud as sacred a ie ‘and | ES ‘house pene to God ri 
only, as any meeting ‘house. in this wide land. 1 can. see no more ne cs Gen 
use, or wisdom, or godliness, in sending for ministers to. come and — ey 
"dedicate a: new meeting house, than to do the same thing for a new. an 
built dwelling house. Let us notice where we have been looking ‘ _ 
for ‘patterns, and ways of. doing things. ‘Meeting: houses are only — 

- built: to have more convenient. places. than would be ee ‘brother’ s 

_ house, in which to be. seated and assembled to. hear, ‘preach, and — 

_ worship. ‘Meetings in their homes as some of our ‘people hae = 
, had for all the past years, is every whit | as” good, and pleasing i : 
to God, only it is not so handy where the congregation is large, ~ 
but has this one advantage of not getting congregations too. large 
4 for pest results. I bélieve we would better leave the building of 
fine buildings, and all the dedication -servics to banks and lodges _ 
and worldly people, and continue to? serve our God. in 1 simplicity 
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John D. Kauffman as a Prophet 


While some say, if I want to “boost” this man as a Prophet, 
I must get my work printed elsewhere, and many may say that if 
I had left out this chapter, my book might be worth something, 
etc., etc. I can only do as the Lord leads, and directs, and not — 
neglect to give all the truth that is deemed needful. I started fo 
show the needs of the church or its drifting condition as the Lord 
gives grace and wisdom. Some may say, “why doesn’t some well 
educated minister take up this work, and why must a common 
farmer boy do this?” and for some time I was halting, and thinking 
perhaps someone else will soon teach and show these things to 
all who want to Know them. But finally I concluded that it was 


in my heart to do this, and it might be my work, and if I didn’t 
do it might be neglecting my duty and it might not be the 


duty of anyone else. Yet I say again only as this is in harmony 
with the Bible, and the truth, can it be any good, or use to. help in 
saving men from destruction. Think of the words of Jesus 
“T thank thee, Lord, that Thou hast hid these things from the 
wise and prudent, and revealed them unto babes.” I say, John 
D. Kauffman was a man like other human beings, but I also say 


‘that “Spirit Preaching” that was given through him, and also 


through Noah Troyer of Iowa, was Prophetic teaching, as well as 
warnings, etc. While Troyer preached some years before Kauffman 
began, he also preached while Kauffman did, and one or more 


times they both preached at the same house, the same evening, 


but one after the other. As far as I know, they never preached © 
at the same hour at any time. The Mennonite Pub. Co. of Elkhart, 
Ind., has books giving some of the Sermons of Noah Troyer, also | 
other facts about his preaching, etc. Now .we know that all 
prophets are not true prophets, and we know too, that in olden ~ 
times there were many more false prophets than true prophets, . 
and that Jesus said that a prophet is not without honor, except in 
his own land, and home. I wrote in an article in the Herald sev- 
eral years ago, that the Bible tells us two ways by which we are 
to know the true prophets from the false. First, if their prophecy 
does not come true, then they are not sent of God, or true. 
Second, if their prophecy does come true, but they teach men to 
forsake the Lord, and serve idols, they are no true prophets. 


Now I claim, and can bring many witnesses to this truth, that these 
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eae true Badan preaching according tol ‘Nese plain and aan ve 
teachings of the Bible. Besides being true prophetic preaching, 
qj claim that it was true, or God sent, Spirit Preaching, in accordance 
with plain teaching in the New ‘Testament. CAST: have ‘already 
written ‘in my little book, on the “Life and Preaching of John Dy 
i Kauffman.) John says much in a few words, in his epistles, and 
there he says that every spirit, (mark he does not say every man,) 


that confesseth that Jesus Christ come into the flesh, is of God — 


and all spirits confesing this are ‘not of God. Is that not 
plain? Is that not true? Not nearly true by what some claim, 
but let them show any scripture, anywhere, to contradict that 


\ ‘ 


truth. How do we know the difference between a spirit and rs 


man? - When: Jesus told the woman that she had had 5 husbands 
and her present one was not her husband, she knew at once that 
this was the work of a spirit, and this must be a prophet. When 
one can tell what will happen in times to come, we can see that 
this must be the work of a spirit. Man cannot do» it, for he is as 
James says, “Thou knowest not what a day may bring forth.” | 
Now I want to tell you a few things that this Spirit Preaching 
prophesied, which came true, not simply as a matter of interest, 
but that you might believe all the more and obey the better, all the 


warnings which he gave, and be saved in the resurrection day. | 


When we were living in Oklahoma in the years 1911 and 1912, a 
brother from another part of Oklahoma was here in Shelby county, 
Ill., and heard this prophetic preaching several’ times. From here 
he came to visit us in Oklahoma and there he said, “There will 
be war inside of four years.” He had remembered that from this 


_ preaching, but did not know the exact words. And this great — 


world war was begun inside of the 4 years as he had said. At 
the same time, letters from firends here stated that he was 
preaching considerable about wars to come, but that they did 
not know for certain whether it meant a carnal war or only our - 
spiritual warfare. While we were here, one of our number claims — 
she is sure she heard this preaching say that a war was coming, 
but that it would not harm us if we did what was right, but we 
-ean’t tell what that ‘not harm us” ‘may include or exclude. Back 
in 1896, or as near that time as I can tell (about 21 years ago) 
_ this Kaufmann was. in Cass Co., Mo., and preached one night in 


Cee 


father’s house, and in talking to him, as the head of the house © 


(I don’t remember whether he included mother or not,) he said 


he would see some trouble in his old lo do not remember 


_the exact words but I know it was enough to. know that some-— 
thing. unusual would happen. It gave us a fear of some trouble > 


* coming, and now Father, aged 87, is still living and has seen this 


_ war and its black clouds, with its changes of government liberties 
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% reaching to us, and we know not what more may come. We hope 
nothing serious. Mother also is still living, and together they had 
to see great church troubles, in this, that the church so drifted 
that they had seen best to leave all their old friends and neighbors 
and old home, and go to a strange land among strangers, in order 
to build up a church that would uphold all of God’s commands, 
and ordinances. I believe their greatest comfort has been to see 
some still walking in the truth, and having a church home, where 
they could feel well at home. People who heard this preaching 
oftener than I did, say that he had often preached about this, that 
the Lord would smite down the people to the Mother Earth, if 


they did not do better and they think that was a plain prophecy 
of this war now in progress. I remember well of hearing him 
say more than once we could depend’ on it, he was not here 
for nothing. In 1910 he preached in one community three or four | 
‘times, when I was present and there he also told the people what 
to do, and added something about the Lord coming with his Rod, 
and striking down the people to mother earth. I could not re- 
member the exact words, but I got the idea and impression out 
of it, that those who would not listen or heed the warnings, would 
be punished severely, and I said more than once, and to different 
ones, that I would be much afraid not to take heed to that, but some . 
only mocked and made fun of it, and of course I watched to see 
what would happen and in that church, there were ten funerals 
in about a year’s time. In one house two deaths and in one 
neighborhood four deaths close together, and some were rather 
unusual deaths. In one house, they said, the undertaker said he 
_ had never seen such a sight. Besides this there were about 6 cases of 
_ sickness so near unto death that they had been given up to die, 
and besides that a contagious disease. broke out that caused the 
closing of the doors of that meeting house, for three successive 
Sundays. All this to me was plain evidence that the preaching 
- there was fulfilled. In another neighborhood where he preached 
years ago, they had such poor order in their church that he told 
them they must keep better order or else the law would take 
hold of them. Some even then blamed him for threatening to use 
the law or to accuse them to the officers, but quite a while after 
this sure enough, an officer of the law told their bishop that he 
must keep better order or the, law would have to take hold of the 
matter. The Bishop had to tell the church and he had a brother to 
tell the young people at their meeting tao. Now some could add 
many more prophecies but I will add only this one, that I have 
also given in my little book. 


At one place and time he said of a very old man, that his life 
would still last 85 days, and so it was, that he lived just that 
number of days. Some of his grandchildren living now, (two of 
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of God only to raise the dead. Bue. we read, “Te Pace ‘db not bbiieve: mn 
Moses and the prophets they would not believe if one ‘rose from 
the dead.” Now I want to tell you another thing he said that 


| should at least interest us, relating to this being near the time of 
Christ’ Ss coming. You know that nearly all of our people say 
they believe we are very near the end, and some say, we should — 
look for Christ’s coming any day now. And so this preaching ~ 
- said as long as 35 or more years ago that soon, soon, Jesus will 
| come, and that as Noah was here to warn the people before the 
flood and John came at the time of Christ’s coming to turn the 
hearts of the fathers to ine children and prepare the way of the 
Lord, etc., so now when 2000 years are nearly fulfilled once more, 


- Noah (meaning Noah Troyer) has been here and now John is here> 


and next Jesus will come. Once when he preached where there 
were children he said there were some there under the sound of his 
voice who would live tou see the coming’ of Christ. If this was not 
misunderstood we can depend on it that Christ will come in the time 
of this present generation. Now I know some claim the time of 
prophets has ceased since the time of Christ, and in a general way 
this is true, but we see that a man we read of in the Acts, had 


four daughters who prophesied. We also read of another man who_ 


prophesied to Paul and told him what should be done to him at 
a certain place. Then we find that Jesus said, “He that receiveth a 
prophet in the name of a prophet shall receive a prophet’s reward.” 
John also writes in his epistle, “many false prophets are gone out 


unto the world.” We read that in this last time, it shall be as in > 


the time of Noah. Now if there is no one here to warn the people 
before the end, as there was in Noah’s time, would it be like that. 
time, or would God be dealing with us and all his children as he 


did then? And if all or many would believe the warning, then it 


would not be as it was at that time. But as Menno Simon confessed 
that he was only a poor ‘sinner, so this man Kauffman also 
confessed the same. He made mistakes and committed wrongs, and 
sornetimes said of this and that’ thing he had done, he wished he 


had acted differently, and even as Christ said of his disciples, 


“Oh, ye of little faith.” So this spirit said one. time that this _ 
body (meaning Kauffman) had been too much in unbeliefa, nee 
_ weuld also add that with all of his power preaching he often | 


said, “Prove all things and hold fast that which is good,” and — 


that shows that his preaching is not a foundation for our faith, 
_ but the word of God is the foundation. It also shows that he 
_ was only a witness and explainer and admonisher of the Truth. 











CHURCH ORDINANCES 


On this subject I do not intend to teach much but give some 
notes or thoughts on it, on points that I think are most needful — (aes 
aL such as may have been neglected or mistaught in some places. 
RICANS Sar as Baptism. We baptize by pouring, and many churches es oo 
ee baptize “by immersion. The difference between us is not so great, 
simply because we have one form and they another, but the great = 
‘ difference between us, and most of them, is this: We believe it | na: 
does not depend on the mode to make a valid or true water baptism. A: 
They believe it does depend on the mode and that immersion pict 
the only baptism worthy of the name baptism. Now we have also 
some who are getting to be too strong on pouring, not saying that 
ne the Bible is not sufficiently clear on this subject to show this as 
¢ near or nearer the Bible line than any other, but when they receive 
fi a member who had +een baptized under, the water, they want © 
to have him rebaptized by pouring. This, I say, is not right, and aula 
would convey the idea that immersion is not a true baptism. 
: tae. Year's ago the subject of baptizing at the stream or river and in the 
_ house was discussed in the Herald, and I learned that quite a few 
leaders were getting away from that “going to the water” ‘theory, 
and so I will not say very much on that point here, except that, 
while some “people thought and taught that it was more scriptural te 
to go to the water to baptize, many now see that it is not scriptural ae 
to go to any particular place to baptize any more than to go to some ne Oe 
special place to. pray or worship. We cannot read of one instance Scrat 
where anyone and the preacher, went to the water. especially 
ss, baptize there, I have said more than once; I do not like to ‘see 
- going to the river to baptize, because it looks as though we be- 
lieved it made a-difference where we are baptized, while we know : 
ee that ners is none. aed | aes Sa 
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THE COMMUNION 


One of the most needed teachings in this may be to keep up 
our doctrines (which we believe are Biblical) of close communion, © 
that is of communing only with those who we can see are in Bible 
line, and we can be in union with. Some take 1 Cor. 11-28, “Let | 
& man examine himself,” and read it with all the emphasis on the 
word himself, and get the idea if I am all right, it doesn’t matter 
with whom I take communion. But this passage should be read 
with the emphasis on the word examine, and then it conveys 
its true idea, that a man shall not eat unworthily, and shall not 
eat without first examining himself, and putting himself into a 
proper condition for the communion. Here I will add that I 
think if that verse and the others to the end of this chapter are 
earefully studied, we will have plenty of foundation for the 
- practice of always having a day of fasting before the communion 
services, as some churches have, and as our forefathers had a 
long while ago. This, too, I get from the passage I quoted, that 
when I examine myself, and put myself in order, if I then commune 
with those who also are in order as far as outward manifest 
appearances go, I commune for myself, as far as the heart 
conditions of others are concerned, and I should never stay from 
the communion for fear of some being false or hypocrites. For a 
clear fougdation for not communing with such as are not union 
of faith with us, see a few verses in the preceding chapter. 


Now we will also come to the subject of eating unworthily as 
given in verse 27. The German here says unworthy which means 
not fit or in a condition of living in known sins- But to eat 
unworthily would mean in an unworthy way or manner, or a 
careless and thoughtless way, as is described there,—each one 
taking his own supper, some having nothing and others too much; 
Therefore he says in verse 33, “When ye come together to eat tarry 
- one for another.’ I have heard, it said that to be worthy to eat, 
was to think of Christ on the cross while we partake of the emblems, 
but this is not enough for we might be in any or all kinds of 
sin and still think of Christ on the cross. We need to know that 
‘we are willing to make wrongs right to forgive all who may 
have wronged us, etc., so that we can truthfully ‘Say that we are 
at peace with God and man as far as we know, and that we 
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ate He no complaint against any Parties Another. Borne let. us” snot 
‘ forget. When we have thus prepared ourselves, and communed ie 
with the brethren, we should never think of bringing up anything : 
. against a brother that has been done before the communion but — i 
let those things all be buried and forgotten. Wise bishops will 


even refuse to allow members to pick up such things after the 


‘communion, I mean things that were known before the communion. 


Another verse here says if we eat unworthily we eat damnation 


to ourselves, but here the German says judgment, and means 
condemnation. I think this part of the subpect is generally mis- 
understood, and I will give it as T understand it, and put it in the 
language I: would use if I were saying just what I think, Paul 
meant to say, and said, in his way. And while I ‘Know nearly all 
disagree with me, I’ found two good, old and well posted brethren 


(one a preacher) a number of years ago, who did agree with me. 


That makes three of us and that is already testimony to establish 
a fact. Now he says, “If we would judge ourselves we should not 


be judged.” That is, if we would examine ourselves, and put 


ourselves in the right condition, or do what is right, and repent of 
all our wrongs, then we would not need to be judged. But when we 
do not judge ourselves, then the Lord will judge us and His 


judgment is chastening, to bring us back to God, and keep us from 


being lost. That is just the reason that there are so many 
sick and weakly, and some already asleep, among you. Most 


people say this means spiritual weakness and sleep, but tell me 
how can you explain that spiritual weakness and sickness can be a 
chastening of the Lord to bring such an one back to a saved 
_ eondition. There is such a thing as spiritual sickness and death, 

‘but it ends in the second death rather than in what this expresses, 


‘Test ye be condemned with the world,” meaning, lost forever, 


I can’t make this fit the subject at all unless I take it as meaning 
a bodily sickness and death, as a chastiseément for carelessness 
in the Christian life, to prevent if possible eternal damnation. _ 


nine they Ole Testament we read quite a bit of God punishing 
his people with sickness and disease, but in the New Testament 


‘we do not find much of this, except here, and in James where he 


says of praying for the sick, “If he have committed sins they shall 
be forgiven him,” from which I get the idea that the sickness 
may be as a chastening for some sins or it may be for some other 


cause or reason. I do not claim that all sickness comes as a 
-chastening, nor that all who are sick have lived in sin. The 


word tells us also that we will all be chastened, and at the best 


we all need it, and as we have respected our earthly fathers for gen 
chastening us in. an Imperfect way, how much more> 
should we reverence our Heavenly Father for chastening 
us in love, in a perfect way. ' Our) auther,.': German: says, vi 
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“As often as ye eat this bread and ‘drink “this cup, ye shall make ee 
known the Lord’s death till he come.” The English translation — 


says, “Ye do show forth the Lord’s death till he come.” One 
Geman translation is still a little plainer in this and _ saps, 
“as oft as ye eat and drink this, ye bring the Lord’s death in 
remembrance,” All of us who partake of this bread and cup 
bring his death into remembrance, and also show forth that we are 
partakers of the great benefit that death is to those who believe, 
and we show a union with Christ and with one another. Who would 
not want to have a part in this? 


FEET WASHING 


This ordinance is so well kept up and well taught by our people, 
as far as I know, that I will take but little space on the subject, 
here. We might ask, “Why did Jesus say in this chapter, before he 
began to wash their feet, that He knew he had come from the 
Father, and was going to Him?” and answered, that it may have 
been so that no one could claim that Jesus had for the time for- 
gotten his high and exalted position. Then we might ask what 
is the use of this ordinance? As there must be some use or need 
for every ordinance, I answer, that it is needed in particular 
to show us from year to year, time and again, the relation we 
sustain to each other, that we should esteem our brother better 
than ourself, and love and serve him. And only as this feeling 
of love and humility is in us, are we where God wants us to be, 
and remain. It also reminds us of how Jesus came to serve 
humanity, and wash away their sins by his own blood. I think 
these things rather connect this ordinance with the communion 
ordinance, and as the two were observed together by Jesus and his 
Apostles, we think it proper that we should also observe them at 
the same time and meeting. How can we be doing God’s will 
and not obey this ordinance? | 
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The Woman’s | Head Covering 


, Most of our teachers call this either the Prayer Head Covering 


or the Devotional Covering, but for reasons that you may notice, 


before I have finished, I prefer to call it as I do above. I have 
contended for years, that this covering should be worn every day, 
and as a rule, all the day, instead of just putting it on to pray or 


when some one is praying. It is true that the wording of this 


subject is so given that we may get from it that the covering is 
to be put on to pray or prophesy. But when we study all the 
verses connected with this, and also the different translations 


which do not word it alike, we get this out of it. Man is the 
head of the woman, because of the order of creation, and because © 
of man being created in the image of God and woman not, and 


also because woman took the lead in bringing in the fall. Another 
point given to show that man is the head of the woman is this. 


that the woman was created for the man and not the man for 
the w6man. Now verse 10 says, “For this cause ought the woman | 


to have power on her head, because of the Angels.” This verse 
is given much plainer and I believe more correctly in one German 
_ translation, with words about like this, “For this reason shall a 


woman have a sign, of being under authority, on her head, because 
of the Angels.” This shows that the covering is for a sign of her. 


relation to man and shows’to God and man, and the ministering 
angels about us, that she is willing to take, and keep her place. 


A woman not willing to keep her place of obedience and subjection | 


to man, is not made right in God’s sight, because of putting on 


her covering, but the very fact of her refusing to wear the covering 


shows insubjection. Some have taught that woman shall put on 
her covering as showing her authority, but this is contrary to the 


“main teaching here. Some also teach that she shall have on a 
covering all the time, as being at all times in a prayerful state 


and condition, and while I think this is a good enough idea, I still 
think the ‘main thing taught here is that woman shall show by 
sign, that she has a certain relation of subjection, and is willing 


to keep it, and is thus reminded continually of that fact, lest she | 
follow her natural inclination of wanting to be equal to man or 
even above him. Man as the image of God is to be always bare- 


headed (while indoors, where the head does not need a weather 
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a an ee for one oe ask God to lest ey or 6; ‘talk to man of man’s x 
duties, when he would show a willing disobedience to God at the er 
same time. We read “If I regard iniquity in my heart the Lord 
will not hear me.” May we all be in | God's: order. Ri pane at Lark aN 7 


THE AVOIDANCE — ne 4 
‘AS I have already given a : lengthy ROA i on ae (which et 


I call a church ordinance) because it is not generally taught, and 
much 1 misunderstood, I need not add anything more here. pee sek, 
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THE HOLY KISS. 


_ 


This is also ‘called the Kiss of Love, and _ this ordinance is a 
sign of Love among us. The word tells us that, “By this shall all 
men know that ye are my disciples if ye have love one toward 
another.” A well known writer had an excellent article in the 
Herald on this subject, a year or so ago, and this subject is gen- 
erally well taught so that I will not take so much space to it. 
That article said something about this practice of the greeting 
being like a thermometer, showing the degree of love among us. 
We know the Bible says the love of many shall wax cold in our 

time, and when that happens the greeting with the kiss is also 
liable to cease, because when we do not love God so much, we do 
not care so much about following so particularly in all his com- 
mands. When our love to God becomes cold our love to man must 
become cold also, and then this greeting becomes rather a burden, 
than a pleasure. Some may wonder why it is that we keep feet 
washing as a sign: only once or twice a year, and should keep this 
ordinance oftener, and I will tell you. Feet washing and com- 
munion are memorial ordinances or services, and in olden times 
they were told to observe that kind of a service once a year, that 
24s, bring the occasions to remembrance once a year. To observe 
_ these as often as some do spoils the real meaning and object of 
- them, as it then conveys the idea of their being some virtue or 
strength impared by the taking of the bread and wine. Baptism 
is not a memorial service or a sign, but a sign of our repentance 
‘toward God and faith in the Lord Jesus, etc., and should be 


observed only once in our life. But the Kiss of Charity is unlike 


these, being a sign of a living, abiding love, that is shown forth 


continually, and a reminder of the kind of feeling there should be 


among us. There are people who observe this ordinance very often, 
(so I have been told) and there are others who seldom practice it. 
What one may call extreme, another one may think is not so, and 


we have the command to observe it, without having any command. 
how often. The same with the communion and feet washing, the | 


nature and meaning of which suggests when to observe them, and 
so I would take this to be an ordinance to be, observed at our 
meeting for worship, as it is there that our thoughts have been 
_taken away from worldly things, and are on heavenly things, and 
- -we feel a union and love among us. 
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This I also call a church ordinance as it is a ceremonial work: 


of showing a deeper meaning, even showing forth the joining 


of two persons by God, so that they are one. No man could join 
them thus, so as to make one out of two. We have very little 
teaching on this, the principal part being in 1 Cor. 7 and a verse | 


in Hebrews which says, ‘marriage is honorable in all” and in the 
German it is plainer, and makes it a command by saying “Let the 
marriage be held or kept honorable by all.” Thts to me gives 
sufficient ground for the old, long time practice among our people, 
of announcing a marriage to all the church some time ahead of the 
ceremony so that if there is anything connected with it that is 
not honorable or right, it may be made known before hand. Now 
about getting married in the homes or in the church. I think some 
of the most impressive, and heart searching sermons that I have 
heard the past few years, were the marriage sermons we have had, 
and I thought it surely was good to be there, and what a pity if 
some one could not be there. At one such meeting, when a 
minister from another congregation was here, I thought I would 
find out whether he too thought it was best to have the marriage 
ceremony performed at the church, and asked him about it. I 
soon found that he was as strongly in favor of it as I was, and he 
said it was just as needful to have the marriage ceremony sermon 
at the church, as the funeral sermons, or others of that nature, I 
am glad that some of our people always have their marriage at 
‘the church or in the presence of the church. But I do not favor 
so extremely luxurious or sumptuous wedding feasts, and especially 
not now in our time of need. Now this is the last and 7th of our 
church ordinances. 
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_ Some claim that the annointing of the sick with oil is also an. 
. ordinance, and I do not object in the least, but I would not class 


it with the others, as already mentioned in the forepart of this 
writing. : , 
This is more of a personal and private affair. The word does 


- not say to call the church to your house, but call the elders. The 


matter is also left to the wishes of the sick one or to the head of 
that house. He may call them or may think it better not to call 
them, and not be doing wrong either way. But I want to bring 
one point here that I think is important, that I have never heard 
so taught. Now I firmly believe this advice of James is good and 
God-sent advice and if we avail ourself of this opportunity, we still 
get the blessing. I have seen more than one case where this was 
practiced and the healing was plain enough, and I have also seen 
where this was done and the person soon died, yet I think it was 
the Lords will so, and it was no harm, but still right that this 


was done. For man does not always know what may be God’s 


will, and then the saying that the sins shall be forgiven, if they 
have committed any, is also a great promise in this connection. 
But the point I wanted to bring is this. I believe if our child 


is sick, whether it be quite small or older, as the head of the house, 


or the parents, have the same privilege to call for the elders, as 
though we were sick ourselves, and I believe when he says, “Is any 
sick?” he means not only me, but any in my house. It seems to 
me a little study on this should convince almost all of us that this 
is right. ‘ 
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(oo | THE SUNDAY SCHOOL — ee 
It has often been said that the Sunday school is the nursery a he 
the church. It has also been said that the object. of the Sunday 
school is to lead men to Christ, and to build them up in Christ. 
But the question remains—Do we know the real author, origin, 
and object of the Sunday school work in the world, and in this, our | 
a Sang? Perhaps we are safe in saying that the greatest and leading 2 
men in the great Sunday school movement in this, our land, 
may be today also leading and great men to carry on this great and 
righteous (?) war. Does this say anything to you? I am writing © 
this chapter as one that was brought up in the Sunday school, 
“ , being a regular attendant and helper there for thirty years and 
perhaps enjoyed being there as. much as any one, but almost — 
seven years ago, a brother asked me these two questions: Is the 
is | Sunday school a heaven ordained institution? ‘Second, If the Sun- 
; 4 day school is a soul saving, spiritual institution, why is it that all 
ee: the world thinks so highly of it, when the Bible says the natural 
i - -_man receiveth not the things of the Spirit, they are foolishness to 
him; and again that that which ‘is highly esteemed among men _ 


is an abomination to God? A little "while later I read an article 
in the Herald by an old Bishop and Sunday school worker, which 
said, how and ‘where, and when, and why, the first Sunday school > 
was started by the Amish Mennonites, just 50 years earlier than 
that time. That article, as well as the above questions, gave me _ 
‘some great things to study on the Sunday school question, and I 
have studied all sides these last seven years, and will tell you to 
start on that my conclusion is about like this: If he who started 
the .Sunday school movement could have carried out his purpose 
and object, as he wished to, he would have all of us ‘Mennonites 
in the same line or boat, and in full union with the Young Men’s 
Christian Association, as it is today. I suppose most of us- know 
_where they stand today as a great helper in our warfare or in 
jie other words a great helper (so to speak) for clean and moral lives | 
ine of our soldiers, SO sey ney be good Christians as ‘well as good 
Bae oa soldiers s.r 


7 In other words, the Sunday school work and its object is to 
unite all churches on compromise, and is about in direct opposition 
to the subject of Separation as explained in this writing. Now that 
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article referred to above did not say, “We found it written thus and 
so, and therefore we started a Sunday school,” but it says, “We 
attended a Sunday school at the house, and as we went home 
we said to one another, “Why can’t we have a Sunday school?”’, 
which was much like the children of Isreal saying, “Why can’t 
we have a King, as well as these other people?” Now if what other 
people have is on Bible line, we may learn to do likewise, but if we 
as a church are on Bible line, we, as the Bible says, “have an 
unction and know all things.” That is, we have the Bible, and the 
Spirit also to explain that to us, so that we can learn thereby all 
things that we need to know. We do not need to go to outside 


peoples to learn some new things. And the question is, are the 
people who are not on Bible line likely to start up things that are 
on Bible line, or more likely to start things that look good and 
all right, with the wrong things connected with them, hidden, 
so they may appear as Angels of light? I do not know just when 
and by what denomination the Sunday school was started, only I 
know that a reliable statement I saw in a paper not long ago said 
that one of the popular churches (which was already considered 
a misleading church by Menno Simon himself), has had its Sunday 
schools for about 97 years now, while ours dates back less than 
60 years, according to the historic statement in the Herald. I 
know many will consider me very narrow to make such statements 
of not learning the ways of other churches, but am I more narrow 
in this than other great leaders have been among us? For in- 
stance, one of the first and leading evangelists, that I know of, 
used to say that there was nothing that would ruin a church quicker 


-than a salaried minister. Was that statement true? And where 


are the churches now who have had salaried ministers all the 
while? 


What did the Herald, only a few weeks ago, say that Menno 
Simon taught on non-resistance, but that where there is no non- 
resistance, there is no new birth? What does the editor in today’s 
Herald say, but that the Christian church is mostly in that line 
that it means little more than polished civilization? When we 
know and acknowledge these things, where is our wisdom and 
consistency when we want to pattern after such in faith and works? 


__ When we consider how, and why the Sunday school was started, 
and also where it leads, and yet notice the things connected with it 
that are not in Bible line, we see very clearly that it is not a 
heaven ordained institution. And to the second question we an- 
swer that the world admires and loves the Sunday school because 
it suits them, it does not lead them to the cross and crossbearing, 
nor to the need of keeping all the ordinances and commands, but 
leads them on a way that seems right, the end of which is death. 
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we thought at first. For instancé, we begin with the. small ones, | 


and we say, how many know this? And again, who can answer 


that? Aand before we are aware of it, we plant some pride there, 


so some will begin to think, “I can answer more questions, or 


even answer better, or repeat more verses, etc., than the others,” 


and this same spirit of knowledge that puffeth up, is fostered and 


nourished all through the work, until it comes to who is the best 


chorister, who the best teacher, who is chosen for. the superinten- 
dent, ete., and the question of who is the greatest becomes a prom- 


inent one among the workers there: If the enemy sees we are 


proud unawares, he cares little how many i things we profess, 
or have besides. 


. Now about being on Bible line. We pend: about vane Bishons) 
ministers and deacons, their needed qualifications.’ and how to 


choose and ordain them. But for the Sunday school, we say, we 


need a superintendent. Well, here we are up against it, We 
can’t read anything of such an office, can’t read of how he must 


be qualified, of how he must be chesen, etc.. So about all we 


can do is to go to those who had Sunday school first and ask 
them to help us decide these questions and come to some agree-. 
ments, and so must we do. The Bible.tells us what officers and 
leaders we need, the school work says we need more officers to 
help out in the work. The Bible tells us, my brethren, be not many 


masters, or in other translations it makes it plainer, not to have 


too many teachers. In a well organized church there may be from 
three to five teachers. In a Sunday school we have from 10 to 
25 teachers. An old true saying. is, “Teachers are born, not 


made,” which means that God has given the teachers talent or. 


ability to some, (as many are needed, in the church,) but not 
enough for the Sunday school, so that the crying need has been 
in the Sunday school for more good teachers. To supply this need 
there must be higher schools and colleges to train or educate 
such as can’t teach, and also teacher’s training classes. But I fear 
all the training will never make much of a teacher out of one 
.not intended to be one, and such may be able to talk and teach 
what they know but never able to know and understand the word, 

as that does not come by training alone. Then, the Bible Says, 
we shall all speak the same thing, and the school can get ahead~ 
of that so well because having so many teachers, they can teach 
many ideas and opinions that will grow into great branches, -that 
widen out and broaden our views, and finally bring much fruit to 
him who is well pleased with the results of such work. Then the 
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Bible says, ‘I suffer not a woman to teach, nor to usurp authority 
over the man.” The school says, “This is not the church, and she 
can teach here, and ask questions and after a while she can be | 
secretary and chorister, and later on perhaps superintendent, and 
when we get you to thoroughly understand she can preach, too.” 


The Bible says that there shall be order in the meeting, only 
one talking at a time, and the Sunday school ‘says it makes no 
difference if a dozen or more teachers all talk loud at the same 
time. | 
. The Bible also teahces me to bring up my children in the nurture 
and admonition of the Lord, and to teach them diligently the truths 
found in the Word, but the Sunday school is intended to partly 


take the place of this and I can thus have them taught instead 


of having to do it myself. 


Now I am not saying that the Sunday school has never done 
any good, or that it has no good features, or that it is wrong to 
attend any Sunday school, but only say what the Sunday school as 
a whole is, compared to Bible teaching, etc. © 


There may. be a church where there is only one minister and 
possibly it would be as‘ well to have Sunday school and get some 
help for the minister’s work as to let him do it all. But as a 
rule this is a condition that need not exist, and should not be. 
Christ sent his seventy ministers out, two by two, and we see 
the Apostles also went out by twos, and every church needs at least 
two ministers. God knows what we need and He has said He 


- will supply all our needs according to his riches in Brace in Christ 
Jesus. 


It is to be feared if we stand in this need, we are either out 
of Bible line and out from under God’s care or else slack in doing 
our duty as a church. If our members are too young, or too old, 
or too worldly, or too loose in doctrine, etc., to do for ministers, 
they are too-much so for leaders in the Sunday school. 


Then in another place we may have preaching only every two 
weeks, and think we had better have Sunday school on the between 
Sunday than to have no religious meeting, and let our young people 
rove around or attend other meeting places. Well, I will not 
say that it might not be best to have the Sunday school rather » 


_ than no meeting, if the Sunday school is conducted accordingly 


but I say much better have the preaching service instead of the 
Sunday school, and on the other hand when children are not 
obedient to parents, and do as they please, the Sunday school 
will be no use to them, unless we make it entertaining to the 
natural man. Then in a church where the German language is 
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pis THE PRAYER MEETING 


‘This is. eae meeting that our pone have, because other 
churches have them. Some of our older people in the plainest 
churches would consider it something awful if some one in their 


church would try to start a prayer meeting. On the other hand, 


a great many people of the popular churches and possibly a few 
of our own people think it is an awful thing for anyone claiming 


to be a Christian, to say a word against the prayer meeting. 


Because I believe it is not in Bible line, therefore, I believe it 
is a plant that the Father has not planted, and that shall be 
rooted up. I also believe if this meeting were a heaven ordered 
meeting, the martyrs and our forefathers would have had them 
all the while from that time on. The Bible says, “When you | 
pray, go into your closet, and pray to the Father in secret.” This 
is in direct opposition to the spirit and nature of the prayer 
meeting, and I find no scripture anywhere that in a plain way 
gives any foundation for a regular prayer meeting, and the very 
fact that all the Scriptures that I have ever seen used to support 
the prayer meeting, have been misconstrued and misapplied, proves 
to me that it is not scriptural, else some scripture could be found 
plainly and truly to support it. They say the apostles and people 
at Pentecost were together in prayer. But why did they come 
there? Because Jesus had told them to wait there, and we see 
they also chose an apostle there at that meeting, and we know-not 
how much preaching they had while waiting the time of the promise 
to be fulfilled. This was a special meeting, such as never was 
before or since. They say when Peter was in prison the church 
was together praying for him. This was also a special occasion 
and special need and even then we don’t know whether they came 
together to pray, or if they had come to preach, and then had 
a special prayer for him. 


Then we read that Peter and John went up to the Temple at. 
the hour of prayer. But this was a practice under the law, and 
at that time the Temple was the place or house of prayer, but 
later as Jesus said, neither that mountain nor Jerusalem is the 
place of prayer, but praying in spirit and in truth is the thing 


that is acceptable to the Father. Another Scripture taken is that of 
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MISSIONS 


A Bags old saying is, “Do all the good you can, to all the people 


you can.” The Bible says, “Do good to all men especially to 
them who are of: the household of faith.” “Love thy neighbor as 








thyself.” “Tet every man look not on his own things, but also on — 


the things of others.” “Let your light so shine that men may 


something that is quite the opposite of SUienness because of the 
love in the heart of the Christian for his fellowman. Paul in one 
place says that. “love constraineth us,” that is, it simply made 
him do the work ‘he did,. Jesus was a great missionary. He gave 


yet gave it all. He! suffered much more than any man ever suffered, 


because he suffered for all our sins. They laid on him, and 


he had to bear them and take all the blame, etc. Paul also was a 


great missionary, the apostle to the Gentiles, and he counted not 


his life dear, but gave it all to God’s service. He had not an 


; see your good works and glorify your Father.” Christianity is a. 


up more than any man for he had so much more to give up and 


ordinary mission, but a special one, such as no one else had before 
or since. In a true sense all Christians are missionaries, because 


they have work to do, a mission or place to fill, and in a sense 
we might say each one’s place is peculiarly his own. and their 


work is their own. All Christians believe, and Jesus already told 


us that this is the work of God, that we believe on his son Jesus. _ ean 


Jesus told us to be baptized, and keep his ordinances and commands, 
and when we do these things we are working for Jesus. He told 


us to let our light shine, and when we do this we are working — 
for Him. In a sense, in all this we are preaching loudly to all 


who see and know us. All who do the above are just as true 
missionaries as any in the world, if that is all the Lord requires 


of them. The Bible tells me how I shall bring up my children, : 


and if I do that I do a good mission work, as that helps to build 
His church and no one can tell how far that good may reach. The +a 
word alsc says that what we do, we shall do it heartily as unto — 
the Lord and not unto men, and again that all that we do, whether 
we eat or drink, or whatsoever we do, we shall do to the honor 
and glory of God; so that we conclude that when we are his chil- 

dren, our work done to his glory, whether it is plowing, sowing, 


or reaping, or any other labor, we are always doing mission work, 
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. that is, filling our place in vite ane soley the ae which: God 
commanded, that man should labor and eat his bread by the sweat 
of his brow. Now I have brought one side of the mission work 
and there is yet another side to. it, and a side that tells us of 
things that we shall not do. For illustration, I am writing this 
book as a mission work, a duty performed in accordance as it is 
written—‘As ye have opportunity do good to all men but especially 
unto them who are of the household of faith,” and also as it is 
written that each of us shall use the gifts and talents that God gives 
us, to the good of His church, and not bury our talent in a 
napkin. But I do not want this writing for everybody, not even for 
all my neighbors. I want it most especially for my own children. 
There is my first and greatest duty, and privilege. Then I 
want it too for my near relatives and their children and I would 
rather leave them this, my confession and teaching of the truth 
of the Bible and its relations to present conditions and teachings, 
than an estate worth hundreds of thousands of dollars. But be- 
cause the Word says that we shall not cast our pearls before 
swine, etc., I don’t want scme of my neighbors ever to see this, 
and on the other hand, anyone is perfectly welcome to it, and I 
would gladly give it to anyone, where I thought it might do some 
good. But to most people, in the world, it would do more harm 
than good, and therefore, He says, “Give not the holy things to 
dogs,” etc. When Jesus first sent out his disciples to preach, he 
told them where to go, but also where not to go. Yet our God 
loved all men then, just the same as now. The Bible says of 
God, “I change not.” When the children of Isreal were told to ~ 
kill all the people in many places in the land of Canaan, God loved 
them all the same as He does now, and He had the same mercy 
and forgiveness that He has now. Our God was not only a God 
of love, but also a consuming fire and He is the same now and 
forever. 


Now I will tell you as plainly as I can, why I have lost faith 
in our own present mission work. The main Scripture taken for . 
our foundation for doing mission work is in Matth. 28—“Go ye into 
all the world and preach the Gospel to every creature, baptizing 
them in the name of the Father, Son and Holy Ghost and teach 
them to observe all things whatsoever I have commanded you.” 
Now we and perhaps all churches, or nearly all, are claiming that f 
this means all Christians are told now to do the same thing as 
those apostles and disciples of Jesus were told to do, because it 
says to “teach them to observe all things whatsoever I have com- 
manded you.” This I claim is misapplying and perverting the 
Scriptures and not abiding by the truth. We might as well say 
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- were told to do that. We need to consider the times and circum- Phe 


stances that we are in today. When man was created he was pure 
and right with God. Then he fell away, but was given a promise | 
of a Redeemer, and a way was opened for all ‘who want to accept 
that way. But man fell away from that promise and God’s will, 
until all became corrupt except a few. Then Noah was told to 
build an ark and to preach to those who wanted to hear. No 
. doubt all were welcome, but God did not send him to all, or at 


least we can’t read anything of that, or that Noah sent out any 
missionaries to help him to warn the people; but God destroyed 


- them all except Noah and his house. Here we see once more a 


start of God’s people, all belonging to God, but soon some fell 
away, then more and more until God seems to abandon some or 
most of them, and singles out Abraham as being a man of faith, 
who will teach his children. He works especially with him, and 
gives him great offspring, which were his special people, because 
of his particular or great pleasure in Abraham’s faith and faith- 
fulness to God. Later on he had many of the other people de- 
stroyed, because they had gone on ¢orrupting themselves more. 
and more. Then almost two thousand years later, God sent His 
‘Son in fulfillment of his promise and will to redeem all men and 
offer one more chance to all, not intending to kill the sinners at 
once, as had been done, but to offer all a chance to know of 


oe Jesus and his death for their sins, so.that to accept Him was life ! 


s 


and blessings to them. Now as Jesus was here and died in one 
land, the land of Abraham’s offspring only, God wanted all lands 
and peoples to know of his new and living way that had just 
been opened. So he commanded His apostles to do as we have 
quoted, in Matth. 28, giving the people these ordinances of baptism, 
ete., as a sign of their faith and acceptance of this new way and 
a help to build up a church that would maintain and teach that 
faith from one generation to another, so that all people might have 
-a chance to know and live. We see that the apostles carried out | 
their mission, and carried the gospel to all lands and peoples. 

When it was said, “Look on the fields, they are already white to 
harvest,” the time had arrived for bringing the good news to all, 
and many were ready to hear. But now two thousand years later 


we are in another time. A time when even those who had received 
the Gospel, and became true to God, have again corrupted them- | 
selves, and become not ‘white to harvest,” but as it reads in Rev- 


-. elations, “ripe to harvest.” The question is now, does God want 
_ to offer the people still another chance, or does He want his peopie 
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who are not fully prepared to make themselves ready -for ‘His ae 
coming, that He may come and take them home, and execute ven- _ 
geance against those who refused to hear, and those who did accept 
and afterwards turned again to serve other Gods? Is not this a 
time when the fullness of the Gentiles has come? An article in 
the last issue of the Herald (Feb. 21) gives a good example of 
that leaven that was hid under three measures of meal, telling 
us that the three measures means these three times, and the meal 
may nicely be taken to mean the good things under which the 


leaven is hidden. The plainly manifest evils in the world are per- 
haps not meant here by this leaven, but the evils that are mixed 
with good, or in a sense the evils in the churches. Now I say, 
when Jesus said the words, “all things” in Matth. 28, He did not _ 
mean absolutely all things, just as in many other places in the 
Bible those same words evidently do not mean all things. Paul 
says at one place, ‘He has put all things under His feet,”’ and then 
says it is evident that one thing is expected, that is the one that 
put all things under Him. John writes, “Ye know all things,” 
and it is evident he does not mean entirely all things, but all things 
needful. At another place Paul writes ‘all things,” and it is often 
quoted as meaning aboslutely all things, but I think it is evident 
that he means there, ‘all these things. So here in Matth. 28, he 
means all things in one sense but not in the sense often given, 
else we would all need to be apostles, heal the sick, etc. But as 
he says, baptizing them, and then teaching them to observe all 
things, I think it is evident He means teach them, and upon re- 
pentance, baptize them, thus bringing them into the church, and 
then teach them to observe all the ordinances belonging to the 
Church, even as baptism is the frst one and brings them into the 
church. 


Another thing I see about the mission teachings, that is not 
in full harmony with the Word is this, that the teaching that says, 
“Give not that which is holy unto the days,” and “cast not your 
pearls before swine” is left out or very nearly so. Yet this 
is a command as well as the other one, and means something. As 

we read of the dogs returning to their vomit and the swine to their 
4 wallow, we think this means those in particular who have had 
the gospel, and cast it from them, and turned again to the world. 
I do not think it applies to a brother who has fallen into a sin or 
sins and has been put out, for such a one we shall admonish as 
a brother. A third reason for my losing faith in the mission work 
is this, that we are so plainly taught to teach them to observe all 
things, and I do not know of one missionary who is doing this, and 
have reason to doubt of their being one. A fourth reason for my 
loss of faith in our missions is the fact that one of our leaders 
in the work wrote that we ought to visit the missions of other 
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Wh “carry” on are ave? This” is wise Ds aaa wom a ‘natural eiiie fae 
point, but when we claim what we do about. the conditions of F f Hee? 
he churches, and then want to go to them for light, I have no faith hy 3 
! in ity The Bible says, By Gi they speak not according to this word, i 
‘it is because there is no light in them. A | | 


A fifth reason is this: The Bible Pee us to begin at Jerusalem, 
and I have more faith in our Rural Home mission work than in any 


Hfotnen, yet 1 have seen several attempts made at this, that 1 doubt © i 


not were honest and faithful attempts, with no apparent results. 


uy egw that some may say they have seen much. good done, 
but show us a place where the Word was preached to such a 
i people in. all its’ purity to the keeping of all the ordinances and | 
putting away of all idols making the way as narrow as this book 
describes it to be, on Bible line, where you have had people ‘to 
accept and obey as a people. I have often said that if we open 
the door wide enough, we can get them to join in id do not 
say there is no such place, only I do not know of any. I have 
_ neighbors all around me who are unbelievers, \ they belong to no 
church. I am willing to talk to them anytime the Lord asks me, 
- but as yet I do not believe it would be right or do any good, for 
they jhave all been to meetings, and to funerals, where the calls 
to them were loud, and they have Bibles and perhaps read them, 
but it is as the Bible says, they have Moses and the prophets, and 
if they don’t believe them, they would not believe if one arose from 
the dead. So I think that about all that is possible to do for them 
LS D0: pray for them, and let our light shine by our good works, If 

- that doesn’t help, more would also fail. Another point about be- | 
ginning at Jerusalem, means our duties to our families and children 
come first, and for some almost to abandon their families to help 


ia others does not look right to me. 


.— 
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The sixth reason I don’t have more faith in this work is this, ; 
our missionaries have (as it is given in our tract) praise machines 
and go out to convert those who have prayer machines, and they 
may well say, “Physician, heal thyself.” The fact is, the mission- 
aries have the Bible, but do not obey it all, and the heathen does 
‘not have it, and obeys some of it and the question is which will fare 
the better in the Judgment day. The Lord does not want to 
save one against his will or in any way outside of His plan of 
salvation. 


A seventh reason that I have noticed, to weaken me in mission > 


work, is that in all the Epistles, where we read of how to work for — 


God, what we shall do and how to build the church, I do not find 
any teaching about scant out missionaries and about keeping this 
up, etc. 


atte 
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I believe the greatest. and best mission. work we can we is to 
bring up our children in the nurture and admonition of the Lord, 


and to help build his church. If the Mennonite church in America 
had only kept their children as saved, obedient members, they 
would have gained, many, many times more in this than they have 
gained in all their missions of the past 25 years. : 


We forget that one of the greatest works that we can do for 
God, is to believe. We need thousands of missionaries who are 
willing to stand up for all the commands and ordinances, and to 
seek first the Kingdom of God and its righteousness. Wanted— 


thousands of mission boys and girls, who are always ready to obey 


papa and mamma, and besides this bring, honor to them by their 
good life and truthfullness. 


We need many mission girls, who can do much for God, by being 
willing to be servant girls in the homes of their poor sisters, and 
neighbors, where the work may be hard, and the pay anywhere 
from nothing to fair. 


‘Thousands of mission fathers are needed who are willing to read 
a chapter or more of the Bible, (or else a story of the Bible), 
to the children every day, and then kneel with them in prayer, 
even if they can’t pray any more than to say, God be merciful 
to us poor sinners. It does not depend so much on our abilities 
as on our willingness. Much along this line could be added. 
If any one can do some good anywhere I have no objections, but 
let us stay on Bible line, and may we be faithful Christians, then 
we will be faithful missionaries also, and then' we can neue His 
church to His Honor and Glory. 
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OUR CONF ERENCE 


Years ago a leading enieter ae me that he used to have 


considerable faith in going to the stream to baptize, but that the 


more he studied it, the less faith he had in it, Now why was this 


so? Simply this: He first looked on the one side of it and thought 
going to the water to baptize was on Bible line, later on he began — 


to study other sides of it and saw it was not so near the Bible line. 
Just so I can say, I used to have much faith in the Conference. 


Later on, I was directed to look at other sides, and lost faith in it. 


I have said our conference is on Bible line just like going to the 
water to baptize is Bible. Christ and the Eunuch were baptized at 


the water, and we conclude it must be right. Later on we learn that > 


conditions and circumstances were different, therefore there was 
this difference: They were baptized where they were. We go to 
the water to baptize there and do not baptize where we are. Their 
baptism shows that any place is good enough to baptize and that 
place makes no difference. Our going to the water shows that 
place makes a difference and not any place is good enough, therefore 
it does not correspond with the Bible. The Apostles and Elders 


had a conference at Jerusalem. We have a conference and conclude 


it is on Bible line. But let us notice some of the differences. 


| Those people had no new Testament, giving them such full direc- 
tions and instructions in the will of God, which was given us by the: 


Holy Ghost, through the Apostles and Elders. 


They had one conference in all the time and territory that we 
‘read of in the Acts, which our Bibles show to be a space of 
thirty years time. ° We have in our land, not only a yearly con- 
ference, but one in. each district, and counting some other con- 
ferences, we may well say we have thirty conferences in one year 


instead of one in thirty years, and at that rate we’would have 


thirty times thirty more conferences than they had. Then consid- 


ering that they had no New Testament scriptures, as we have, 


and that they were just making such a great change in passing out 
of Judaism into the new way, or Christianity, and some could 


hardly let go of the old, we see how much more reason they had 


for a conference than we have. We want to notice another point. 


They had with them the Apostles, to help make decisions, such as 


- would stand as the Word of God, and abide, and be a a EE of the 
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souls of men, as God’s eternal word, at the Judgment day, and 





with all the decisions that all preachers now can make, they can ae 


not make any of such authority and weight, and all we can do now, 


is to see and say what the Word of God has already decided, which 


is our only foundation. We want to note here also, that the 


decision that they made there, was not only for them, and only 


as a side issue or appendix to the Word of God to show us the 
need of having conferences, but it was a decision that teaches us 
a great lesson that is no where better or plainer taught, and one 
that is yet much in dispute. Some have said that because there 


were those there who believe the whole law must be kept yet, and 


others who thought nothing of the Old Testament teaching’ or law 


needs to be observed, that their decision was given in a way 
between these two extremes, so as to satisfy both sides, and be 


fair to both; but this is not correct. ‘There was no compromising 
of the truth there, just to satisfy some, as is done many times now- 
adays; but the Holy Ghost could tell them what part of the Old 
Law was not a shadow of things to come, and had thus passed 
away, (being fulfilled in Christ,) and what belongs to God’s 
early given immutable law, and was to be obeyed as long as time 
shall last. One of these was that man shall not eat the blood, and 


that was given quite often, and the reason it was given was. 


because it is the life. Another law here given, that was carried 
over and not repeated in the New Testament, is that we shall 
not eat that which dieth of itself. The other two things mentioned 
are also given at other places in the New Testament. We might 


ask the question: ‘‘Why did they not raise the question here 


also in regard to the need of obeying the Ten Commandments?” 
and my answer is that was already a plain fact to all of them, 
that these are still to be obeyed, nad no one was disputing it. The 
same way we may ask, “Why was it that those ministers at the 
Conference at Dortrecht in 1632 did not mention the woman’s 
head covering,” and we say it is because it was not a disputed 
question at that time, and all believed in it. 


Another great difference in that early conference and ours now, 
is this, that they had a great disputed question to decide, and called 
a conference for that purpose, and we have a conference called or 
announced and then see if we can get any questions to talk about. 
That conference, which our forefathers had at Dortrecht in 1632, 
was also more of the nature of the Jerusalem conference, in this 


- respect, and I doubt not was a needed and fruitful work, because 


it gave a better understanding of the Word on the disputed points. 


Some of our old order people have also held conferences on 


certain conditions, calling them to settle some questions or diffi- 
culties. Now the Bible says, “In the multitude of counsellors 
there is safety,” and that is as true as all other parts of the Bible, 
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an but that dene: Ratt especially give any “particular: ground ie a ie. 

ee minister’s meeting for the ‘purpose of conferring together. ‘For a 
He Bi) many years past it has been the custom - in the church where I was, : 
that when a member came to the church from ‘some other place, : ‘ 
-and joined our church, he was asked if he was willing to counsel. er 
with the church, (that is, give counsel and take counsel.) Herein i 
is safety, and the man who takes no counsel in natural matters , 4 


is liable to make bad blunders, and lose money at times, and he 


who takes. no ‘counsel from anybody in spiritual matters is already 


in a bad way and is almost sure to be lost, instead of safe. The 


Bible tells us how to be safe and when we reject that teaching, — | 
we must expect that word to stand against us. No matter how 
‘plain a matter may look to me, if anybody else is against me ee 

suit) be chances are 99 times out of 100 I have been deceived and 

blinded ‘by the enemy, and perhaps so much so as to not be able 


to come back unless I simply depend on it that others know better 
and I be willing to drop my plain looking way, and start back 


on a way that I can’t see through, but that will get plainer as I 
start to go on it. I believe there is often a lack of counseling in ~ 


churches and among ministers. At one place where there was only 
one minister in the church, an old minister said they need another 


minister there, not only to help preach, but to counsel with, and 


no doubt any minister any place alone is liable to make mistakes 
because he does not have a ministerial counsellor, and to counsel 


with the members, he may not know who to ask, and get poor, 
as well as good advice. In some churches they have plenty of 
ministers, and nearly always some visiting ministers, and then 
counsel together each time they have their meeting; and I know. 


of places where several churches are close together end the mi:isters 2 


x always have their council together before holding their council 
meeting with the church, ‘and © ADM Ato good and Bible way, 
and believe it brings Been results. 


But now you may ask if the church conference is not exactly 


in Bible line, what harm there is. to it. Well, I believe that — 
that which is. not in Bible line is moie harniful than upbuilding, 
whether Wwe can see it or not. We have no right to add to the _ 
Word. Menno Simon writes something like this: “To take away, 


or change any of the ordinances is false teaching, and nothing can 
be instituted to please God which is not commended. But here 


Menno means more particularly that no ordinance could be in- 


stituted to please God, yet we can learn all through the Bibije that 
we need a ground in the Word for what we practice as a Divine 


work, and D. Philip writes on this line too, saying what Christ 


said, “Every plant which my Father hath not planted shall be 
rooted up.” I know some will claim the conferences have done 
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much good, but I have also talked with good ministers who have ~ 


‘been at conferences and did not think there was very much to yt 


them. One brother who believed in having conferences one time 
wrote us that the church conference was to be at their church, i 
and how he was glad of it, and was expecting a meeting that would 

be profitable, and then when it was over he wrote again (if I 
mistake not) that they had enjoyed the singing, preaching, and 
christian fellowship, but that the conference part was not worth 


a nickel, and that one old Bishop had complained some at the 
‘work, and talked as if he might not go to conference any more. 
An old Bishop used to say the question of who is the greatest is 
still the thing that bothers the ministers, (and that means the 
temyiation to pride), and one wrouble with the conference is this 
that it furnishes such a fertile soil for that pride to take hold and 
grow. A young minister attends the conference, is a good talker, 
and is ordered to preach to the. preachers, and becomes elated 
or exalted over it, thinking he is a little above the others. 


One Bishop is placed over a lot of churches, and even over other 
Bishops, by the conference, even when the Bible does not say 
anything of one Bishop being set over another, and he becomes 
overpowered by that temptation to pride, brought on by the people 
‘putting him up too high. A minister is chosen to visit and preach 
to all the churches in a certain district, and he is likewise placed 
too high for his good, and before we are aware of it, he shows 
himself shorn of some of his former power. Thus one by one of 
the powerful speakers, in their younger days have lost of that 
power, and become more like a sounding brass and a tinkling . 
cymbal. Another point of objection is this: .The conference work 
pretending to work against worldliness in the churches has only 
“been a medium of bringing in more than what they have kept out. 
A bishop of one of the plainer churches told me that they had 
a certain form of plain dress till the conference sent them a man 
‘to hold meetings, and after that they could not keep it, because 
this man was something they had not allowed, and the people 
knew that the other churches that are one with this minister 
- had such and such dress and they would want it, too, and to 
keep it away while working with those who had it, they could not 
do. Then another way: A church stood against certain forms, . 
_or things considered worldly, other churches in the district did not. 
It became a question of which is right and the conference takes © 
up the question, and they can’t agree on it to say it must all 
be put away, as there are too many on that side, and the matter 
‘must be dropped unsettled,.and the church, which has stood against 
that worldliness, is weakened in proportion to her loyalty to that 
conference, for the members can say it is not consistent for 
our ministers to not allow us to have what they will go and. 
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that is in Christ. 


know. some “tninisters: will, say to ‘the people, ‘we have our “way. aon bie 
let them” have their way, and we do not. allow this. or that fori 

peace’s sake, but the members well know that they should have Veli 
Word backing for showing something to be wrong, or else show 


it to be right, and not allow anyone to stand against it, as itis . 
wrong to stand against a brother’s liberty. False teaching not 
only promises Liberty to do wrongs but also forbids people to do. 


things that are not wrong, calling evil good and good evil. This 
working together in conference work, like the lesson we had in 


our school, readers about the good and rotten apples, causes the | 
good — apples to rot, instead of the rotten ones to become good. 
- Another objection I find is this: Some of our young men go away 
| to High school and. college and they become contaminated with 
erroneous doctrines learned at school, yet being good learned 


men, and ready talkers, they are soon chosen as ministers and then 
the conference furnishes them a good field and place to sow some 


of those seeds of error into the ministerial field, and to hide some 


leaven under the meal, and the ministers carry it home and sow 
it into their respective fields. But I consider the greatest objection 
vet to this work, and others of like nature, is that to do that which 


is not commanded us, nor any hint given that we should do it, 
is too much like the building of Babel, ‘to make ourselves a name 
among the popular churches and to work our way to Heaven. 


This is building up our own righteousness as did the Jews in 
Christ’ s and Paul’s time, and getting. away from that simplicity 


7 


Our own Pi hepdsnbse (that is doing things we consider right, — 
but not ordered so done at all,) will not count before God, and — 
Paul says he does not want to be found having his own righteous- 
ness. To be bound together in the bonds of love’ and peace is 


Bible, and right, but to be bound together and stand together in 


order to have power because “In unity there is strength,” and 
to have a name, is. Ray a man made ( and not an acceptable to: 


God) unity. 


The world. is coined together by organizations and rules and by 
laws, etc., etc., and the Christians ever want to do likewise, and 
learn their ways, and have Kings, too. One more objection I will 


mention is this. The church is to rule and regulate and decide 


its questions as we find in Math. 18, but this matter has been 
changed to some extent and we ask the conference to make our 
congregational decisions and the conference takes the place here 


that belongs to the brotherhood. A good minister told me that as 


soon as the conference would undertake to make rules for the 


church he would have nothing more to do with it. May God give 


us understanding in hee things. — 
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“What I have written, that have I written,” and I say again 
if I have taught a word or thought that leads away from God’s 
word, or will, do not accept it. What you find that leads you 
to God and His will, accept and Give God the praise. What 


you find that you do not understand, you might ay and study 
to your own advantage or good. 


You will find plenty of mistakes and errors in the wording and 
-if you want to pick, you will find contradictions, as we find them in 
all people’s talks, and writings, if we take only their words, and 
not consider what they meant to say. Now you may say that 
I have picked out a very narrow way to Heaven, and to this I 
will add what the Bible says, “The way is so narrow that it takes a 
striving to be on that way, and that only a few will find this way. 
How would you like for some one to make this way so wide that 
you could think you are on the narrow way and then at last, 
when too late, find out that you were deceived and that the way 
you were on was a part of that broad way and just aside of the 
narrow way. One thing, I know this way I have given is not so 
narrow but that we can easily walk on it if we are only willing, 
and have the blessings and help of God as He promised to give. 
“His yoke is easy and His burden is light.” When you compare. 
this way laid down in this booklet, with the walk and the teaching 
of many of our people, is it any wonder that the Lord saw fit to 
send that Spirit Preaching to strive with us for many years, and is 
it any wonder that the people could not know or understand it, 
-and did not want to believe, as it made the way too narrow for 
them? Is it any wonder that this “Spirit Preaching” so often 
told the congregation to sing that hymn that says, ‘Ach thut doch 
burz ihr lieben leut,” telling us to repent for the day of the Lord 
is at hand. This repenting does not only consist of praying more, be 
or much, but it means also obey all the ordinances, keep all the 
commands, put away all the evils., etc. Now while this way 
looks very narrow yea, much too narrow for some, I believe it is 
only in harmony with what my father and many, many of our © 
forefathers believed, and why should we want to know so much > 
_ better? How will we like it if our children will know so much 
more of what is Bible line and right, when they grow up as some 
of us know, so much more than our fathers did? 
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the church that takes that course? And not to boast about any 
_ church, nor put this church up as being better than all the others, 
but to show you that God has a way for those who are willing, I _ 
will say this church where I now have lived the past five years, is. 


taking this course, or way, and as near as I know all the members, 
(or at least about all), are obedient to this way, and I think very © 
near all, are in this same faith with me. Then I know of several 


other churches that I think are practically in this same faith and 


way, and I think I could find more ministers, and members, both 
east and west, and north and south who will agree to this faith, 
after giving it a study. Another point I want to mention (not to 
boast or brag but only to confirm this faith,) is this, that this way 


is not only. good to live by, but also to die by, and that is what we 
all want. Since I am here five of our members died (one each | 


year) and as far as we could tell or as we needed any evidence 
they all died with a willingness to die, and ready to go, and we 
needed not to haye any fears or doubts of their salvation. 


Just now, after writing the above, we get word of a sister that 
died, who had visited here twice, and was in the same faith with 


us and how she talked wonderfully on her death bed and saw and 


heard the angels and knew she would die and go to Glory. But 
we (or any one) obeying all these things that we mentioned, and 
all things commanded, are still not better than other good people, 
for two reasons. One is this, when we have done all that we can 
do, or is required of us, we are still unprofitable servants, for we 


have only done our duty, and the Lord does not owe us salvation, 


or anything, but we have a promise or receiving salvation through 
His mercy and grace as a gift of God. (My brother spoke of: 


this to me the day before he died, saying that his hope was not 


in his words, but only in the work of what Jesus had done for us.) 
The other reason is this, God does not require more of anyone — 
than faithfulness, or doing the best we know, and all who do this 
(and we know not how many there are of such or in what churches 
they may be) are just as good as we can be, even if they should 
not be found doing as we did. But God requires of us that we 
keep that which has been committed unto us, or handed down to 


us, from our forefathers. Now I want to add still another thing 
about that “Spirit Preaching.” This church was. started here, 


as a work or result of that preaching, was organized by John R. 


Zook of Pennsylvania, three years before we came, and this church 


then must be of the same nature as that preaching was, that is, 
if that preaching was God, then this church must be a church 
belonging to or owned by God, and if that preaching was of. the : 
Devil, (as some claim) then this must be only a Devil’s church 
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Raeegay or Ne ¢ men), because eb was superhuman, and that. is. not x 
all—because it. claimed to be sent from God, and if those claims _ 


"were not true, then the. preaching ‘was. lying eee deceiving the 
- people. You know when Jesus was here, he did not (£0 about | 
_ Saying, Bi ‘am. Jesus, q am the ‘Son of God, and so on. Yet in 
a modest way to some, he claimed tO! be God’s. son, and if He had. 
not been, He would have been no good man, but a. great liar and 
deceiver. So at; was with this preaching, and what I want to add, 
ite. cause some to see better where we are,) is this, if this 
_ preaching» was of God as claimed, ‘and. this is Bh church | of God, 





WS 


"where do- people stand who reject that preaching and teaching? - a fe 


_ Even this, my imperfect little writing, if it is in line with the Word 
of God, and brought by God’s will and help, if it is rejected, then 


God is rejected in proportion ae this. is His will. Of course, . 


anything sf brought that is not in. harmony with His wil, should - 
nube rejected, and should be taught by others, as is Bible and not as. 
ma gave it. I have said there have been many testimonies by good 
- people that this “Spirit Preaching” was from God, and in har- 


-mony with His word, and at present we can add yet more testi- 


monies to the same, (in this way). ‘Since we lived here, there 


have been (as near as I can remember) fifteen or more oh | 


(some old order, some Conservatives, and others) visited us, and — 


most of them preached for us, and perhaps about all made expres- 
sions in their sermons that proved that they believed this to be a 


Church of God, doing ‘His will, at least not one (that I Know Ory 


ever said ‘a word in the pulpit to show he believed we are a 


deceived and misled people, and yet. if they had. ‘believed - such © 
to be the case and had been faithful ministers, they should have 
told us so. Besides this there were many ‘of our brethren visited 
us and some of them gave expressions of being well pleased with 
the church, all of which I want to apply | to God’s Honor as a 
_ testimony of God’s goodness and mercy in sending His “Spirit. 
_ Preaching” to help us, when so many of us were being led into~ 
errors till our feet had well nigh slipped. We were glad for our ~ 
visiting ministers and friends and invite more to do likewse. 
But may we all so live, giving all diligence, and seeking with our 
- whole heart, that when life is ended we may meet each other with - 
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all the Redeemed, in that Glory Land, (so glorious we can’t describe ee ‘i 


or comprehend it. ) May God's net and grace Be oe all His 
children. 
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“Your unworthy and faltering | brother 
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